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CHAPTER 1

NATURE OF CO-OPERATION

“ Distribution should undo exceask
And man have enough.”—King Lear.

IT is the duty of him who pleads a cause, or solicits the atten-
tion of the public to any subject, to state distinctly what the
subject is—if he knows it ; so that those who confer upon
him the favour of their attention at the outset may possess the
means of deciding whether or no they will continue it.

Dr. Furnivall could tell all about the origin of the term
Co-operation and when it first crept into our language. I find
less of it than I expected in quarters in which I have looked
“The Encyclopazdia Metropolitana,” 1845, says the French
have the word cogperer, the Spaniards co-gperar, the Italian
co-operare, the Latin co-operare, and derive it from co- and
operari, which simply means to work—to labour together, tc
endeavour for some common purpose. Sir Thomas More
speaking of the Sacrament, mentions that “in certain respect:
it doth nothing work, nor co-gperat thereto.” Crashaw, in hit
% Sacred Poems,” writes :—

“Bnngallyourluteoandharpeofhuvnandaﬂh
Whate'er co-operates to the common mirth.”

Hammond, in his “Sermons,” was, so far as I am aware, tix
first to use the word in the form with which we are now 1
familiar. He says, “ Men will sec the original of all
wealth, called such, immediately from God; without
co-operation of ours.” Holland, in his ¢Plutarch,”
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quotation from Timotheus, the poet, in which a form of the
word which has never come into use, is employed :—

‘“ Both boldness stout and fortitude,
With mental discipline,
In war, which are co-operant,
With virtue doth combine.”

In Boyle’s Life there is given a pretty instance of the personal
form of the term : “ And the success will perhaps invite many
more to be co-gperators with the truth.”

Co-operation, in the industrial sense of the word, means the
equitable division of profits with worker, capitalist, and con-
sumer, concerned in the undertaking. From the commence-
ment of human society Co-operation has been common in the
sense of two or more persons uniting to attain an end which
each was unable to effect singly. As society grew, crowds
were coerced into acting together by king or chief, who took
the profit. In modern days the capitalist has it. It is still
common to regard the labourer as being under great obligation
for mere subsistence, while he aids in creating the wealth of
his employer. The new Co-operation, of which I here write,
begins in mutual help, with a view to end in a common com-
petence. A co-operative society commences in persuasion,
proceeds by consent, seeks success by common efforts, incurs
risks, and shares losses, intending that all its members shall
proportionately share whatever benefits are secured. The
equality sought is not a mad equality of

“ Equal division of unequal earnings,” *

but an equitable award of gains proportionate to work done.
There is equality under the law when every man can obtain
justice, however low his condition or small his means; there is
equality of protection when none may assault or kill the
humblest person without being made accountable ; there is civil
equality when the evidence of all is valid in courts of justice,

* Ebenezer Elliott wrote the best description in our language of what

communism is nof. Elliott repeated it to me amid the charming hedgerows,
where he wrote his song of ** The Wonders of the Lane” :—

“What is a Communist ? One who hath yearnings
For equal division of unequal earnings,
Idler or bungler, or both, he is willing
To fork out his penny and pocket your shilling.”
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irrespective of speculative opinion ; there is equality of citizen-
ship when all offices and honours are open to merit ; there is
equality of taxation when all are made to contribute to the
support of the State according to their means; and there is
equality in a co-operative society, when the right of every
worker, sharcholder, or purchaser is recognised to a share of the
common profit, in the proportion to which he contributes to
it, in capital, or labour, or trade—by hand or head. There
is no complete Co-operation where this equality is not the rule.

Co-operation, after being long declared innovatory and
impracticable, has been discovered to be both old and ordinary.
Mr. John Macdonell counts Jacob tending Laban’s flocks
as a very early co-operator, he being a servant directly inte-
rested in the profits of his master.r Mr. Nasse has shown that
there existed agricultural communities in Europe in the Middle
Ages, and that there was a co-operative use of land in England
which it would be deemed revolutionary to propose now. It
is remembered now that Greek sailors in the Levant, American
sailors engaged in the whale fishery and China trade, the
Chinese traders in Manilla, the Cornwall lead miners, and the
lead and copper miners of Flintshire and Cumberland, have
long been either equal or partial participators in profits. The
Metayer system 2 is a familiar illustration with political econo-
mists. A modern author, who has written with discernment
of social theorists, says, “The words Co-operation and Co-
operative have been used by communist writers to denote that
all the members of a community are to work together for the
common benefit, instead of working, as at present, each on his
own account.” 3 This explanation is on the line of truth, and
goes forward some distance upon it.

Co-operation turns toil into industry, which is labour
animated—working willingly, knowing the reason why—
because the profit of each, in proportion to his work, is

* “Survey of Political Economy,” chap. xv. p. 213.

* “Theprinciple of the Metayer system is that the labourer, or peasant,
makes his engagement directly with the landowner, and pays, not a fixed
rent, either in money or in kind, but a certain proportion of the produce,
or rather of what remains of the produce, after deducting what is con-
sidered necessary to keep up the stock. The proportion is usually, as the
name imports, one-half ; but in several districts in Italy it is two-thirds”
(Mill, “ Political Economy,” People’s Edition, p. 183).

3 Charles Morrison, * Labour and Capital,” p. 111.
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secured to him. Co-operation leaves nobody out who works.
Those who do not know this do not understand Co-opera-
tion ; those who do know it and do not mean it, are traitors
to the principle. Those who mean it and do not take steps
to secure it, or are silent when others evade it, or do not
advocate it when occasion offers, are unseeing or supine.
Co-operation touches no man’s fortune ; seeks no plunder ;
causes no disturbance in society ; gives no trouble to states-
men ; it enters Into no secret associations ; it needs no trades
union to protect its interests ; it contemplates no violence ; it
subverts no order ; it envys no dignity ; it accepts no gift, nor
asks any favour ; it keeps no terms with the idle, and it will
sbreak no faith with the industrious. It is neither mendicant,
servile, nor offensive ; it has its hand in no man’s pocket, and
does not mean that any other hands shall remain long or com-
fortably in its own ; it means self-help, self-dependence, and
such share of the common competence as labour shall earn
or thought can win.
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CHAPTER II

THE EVIL DAYS BEFORE CO-OPERATION BEGAN

“ Defend me, therefore, Common Sense, say I,

From reveries so airy—from the toil

Of dropping buckets into empty wells,

And growing old in drawing nothing up.”—COWPER.
MATTERsS were at a very bad pass—as they had often been
before—with the working people in England when Co-opera-
tion began. There was a certain statute of Edward VI.,
which set forth in its preamble “that partly by the foolish
pity and mercy of them which should have seen godly laws
executed” the poor and unemployed had become troublesome :
and therefore, in order that godliness might do its duty to
society, it was enacted that—*“If any person shall bring to two
justices of peace any runagate servant, or any other which
liveth idly or loiteringly by the space of three days, they shall
cause that idle and loitering servant or vagabond to be marked
with 2 hot iron on the breast with the mark of V, and adjudge
him to be slave to the same person that brought him for two
years after, who shall take the said slave and give him bread,
water, or small drink, and refuse him meat, and cause him to
work, by beating, chaining, or otherwise, in such work as he
shall put him unto, be it never so vile : and if he shall absent
himself from his said master, by the space of fourteen days,
then he shall be adjudged by two justices of peace to be
marked on the forchead, or the ball of the cheek, with a hot
iron, with the sign of an §, and further shall be adjudged to be
slave to his said master for ever.”

In the days when this Act was passed, it was easy to see that

gentlemen knew what they were about ; and at the beginning
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Judging from the facility and persistence with which some
Scotch bailies who come to England on deputations speak,’
this dinner may have lasted a week. The purport of Mr.
Jeffrey’s speech was to explain the toast *Freedom of
Labour,” which was expressed as follows: ¢ Freedom of
Labour. But let the labourer recollect that in exercising his
own rights he cannot be permitted to violate the rights of
others.” It was generous of Francis Jeffrey, himself a Whig
reviewer, to speak at all in defence of combination by work-
men ;2 but at that time, and for years after, it was a perilous
business for the labourer to attempt to unite, or to be known
to be friendly with those who counselled him to do it. There
was no necessity to warn them not to abuse the power they
dare not use.

Now homilies are read to them against cultivating class
feeling. In the day of which I write, it was a great point to
get them to understand that they were a class at all. At
that time a very uncomfortable monitor of the people existed,
who attracted a large share of attention, and who gave the
poor a “bit of his mind,” which they have not forgotten yet—
the Rev. Thomas Robert Malthus. This is what he said to
them, in deliberately chosen sentences, and in large type:
“There is one right which 2 man has been generally thought
to possess, which I am sure he neither can nor does possess—
a right to subsistence when his labour will not fairly purchase
it.”3  «] firmly believe,” he says,  that such persons, by the
laws of nature, which are the laws of God, have no claim to
support.” Only the rich had the right to live. Malthus had
the ear of legislators, and he wrote for them ; and this is what
he said to them : “ As a previous step to alteration in the poor-
law, which would contract or stop the increase of the relief to
be given, it appears to me that we are bound in justice and
honour formally to disclaim the right of the poor to support.”

* A Scotch deputation to Downing Street, headed by a Lord Provost of
Edinburgh, first caused me to notice this. The chief speaker was Robert
Chambers. He had been kept some years out of his well-earned dignity,
because he was suspected of writing the ‘ Vestiges of the Natural History
of Creation ” (it being unlawful to consider creation natural) ; yet I saw
him fasten on a Prime Minister, who was overdue in Parliament, but
could not extricate himself from that pertinacious visitor.

2 The Combination Laws were repealed the year before the speech—

1824.
3 Essays, vol. iii. p. 154.
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“To this end,” he continues, “I should propose a regulation
to be made declaring that no child born from any marriage,
taking place after the expiration of a year from the date of this
law, and no illegitimate child born two years from same date,
should ever be entitled to parish assistance.”

This language informed the poor that they had better get
good information as to how things are going on in the world
before they come into it. He would logically interdict
“lying-in” houses as encouraging sexual improvidence—he
would abolish hospital aid for diseases arising from poverty.
The St. Augustine tone prevailed in the churches. Piety
was not only dogmatic, it was insolvent. It dictated to men
their beliefs. The struggling, whom it could not help—the
miserable, whom it could not save, it interdicted from thinking
for themselves. The workman was regarded as holding his
soul under a ticket-of-leave from the churches; and men of
free thought in religion, or politics, or science were treated
as a criminal class. Common men were vassals—the mitre
their souls—the State their means. And, what was worse,
many of them had no more sense than to put themselves, like
dry sticks, under the cauldron of corruption.

Historical knowledge was a weak point of the people.
Those of them who were politicians believed that the history
of the world began with the French Revolution. Old Mid.-
land politicians half believe now that liberty began with thr
Birmingham Political Union of 1830. A stout Radical
mark in Bradford, Squire Farrar, built himself a house early
the last century, and over the door, cut in stone, still appea
the date of the declaration of American Independence ; 2
there is a general impression in many quarters here, as we’
across the Atlantic, that the world recommenced at
period.

However, without troubling much when the world 1
workmen were to be found who were bent on improvi
Trades unionists were among the most active of thi
We need not go far for an example which will suf
illustrate their condition and their sense as well
spirit.

The wool combers and stuff weavers of Bradford

* Essays, vol. iii.



EVIL DAYS BEFORE CO-OPERATION BEGAN 11

in 1825 a notable statement of the workman’s case in local
verse, which commences thus :—

‘“ Lads, pray what’s the matter ?
Are you with master about to fight ?
‘ Yes, sir, we are, and well we might,
For let us work hard as we will,
We're ne'er the better for it still.””

Bradford men always had a stout, unyielding way of ex-
pressing dissatisfaction with their condition. So the Bradford
Homer proceeds to sound this note of battle, of which the
world has heard a good deal since. Answering the masters,
the poet sings :—

“ We are most willing
To work twelve pen’orth for a shilling.
But more we neither can nor will ;
We'd rather all, at once, stand still,

And form a UNION of our own
As men have done in many a town.”

The verse of the stuff weavers' bard, it must be owned, is
a little woolly, but its texture is virile.

Things were not in a satisfactory state in England when
men like Southey and Coleridge thought of seeking in another
land more hopeful conditions of life. Southey’s noble invoca-
tion to the wealthier classes, said—

“Train up thy children, England.
‘Where hast thou mines—but in their industry ?
Thy bulwarks where—but in their breasts ?

O grief, then—grief and shame,

If in this flourishing land there should be dwellings
Where the new-born babe doth bring unto its parents’ soul
No joy '—where squalid poverty
Gives it the scanty bread of discontent.”*

The rise iof machinery was the circumstance that filled
the working class with despair. The capitalist able to use
machinery grew rich, the poor who were displaced by it were
brought in great numbers to the poor-house. A man sostrong-
thinking as Horace Greeley had his mind inclined to protec-
tion by the misery he witnessed in his father’s household,
when handloom weaving was superseded by merciless in-
ventions. Even Owen exclaimed, “ We are pressed down by

* It was a popular quotation long after, and is not untrue in 19os.
The Economist of 1821 considered that * it deserved to be written in
diamonds."”
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the weight of inventions and improvements.”* Indeed, in
1807, things were so hopeless for the people that Mrs, Bar-
bauld wrote that “they considered even depredators uscfully
employed in lessening the inequalities of rank.”

Goldsmith relates how he found the reflective shoemaker
who had but one regret, that by changing his street he had
abandoned a stall where a successor ¢ had amassed a handsome
fortune,” and died at last over his lapstone, *“with seven
pounds, all in hard gold,” stitched in the waistband of his
lucky breeches.

The introduction of machinery for years lowered wages,
and pushed the mass of the workmen with increased force
against the walls of the workhouse. Mr. Thompson, of
Cork, commenced an address, in 1826, to the distressed Spital-
fields weavers, thus : “All kinds of labour, agricultural and
manufacturing, are rapidly approaching their fated equality—
the starvation price, the lowest that even in times of average
employment will support a miserable existence.” If one
whom fortune had placed above want, and education above
prejudice, had these impressions, no wonder the poor desponded.

No wonder Social Reformers became world-sick. They
called this the “old ” world, as though they had a new one on
hand. Mr. Charles Bray, the early friend of George Eliot,
wrote so late as 1844 to ask whether “commerce and the
mechanical arts do not really point to a declining age?” All
the dismal facts of the day were brought to the front, as though
society had the small-pox and had never been vaccinated ;
whereas the great creature called society has “a pulse like a
cannon.” True, there is “something the matter with its
head,” since the rich could display themselves conspicuously in
the midst of a squalid people, as some one has said, like jew‘el
in the hair of a mendicant woman.

True, Carlyle is a grim and often a brutal preacher, but
him is greatly owing the improved regard since shown
craftsmen. He created “ captains of industry,” who thou

* Mr. Owen’s speech at thc¢ Holkham agricultural meeting, or
health being proposed by Mr. Coke. Even landlords had their viciss
in those days. Then Mr. Coke's land let at 15s. per acre ; a fall
value of produce might throw it out of cultivation, reducing it to
acre, involving a loss of £40,000 a ycar. Even then the owner
probably not necd to come upon the parish, while the weaver or
would.
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of equity as well as gain.* The capitalist was a new feudal
lord more cruel than the king who reigned by conquest. The
old feudal lord had some care for his vassal, and provided him
with sustenance and dwelling. The new lord of capital
charges himself with no duty of the kind, and does not even
acknowledge the labourer’s right to live. His condition is no
affair of his employer. Thoughtfulness for the workman
might be manifested as an act of patronage, but not as an act
of duty or right.

Nevertheless there are few so poor or miserable in civilised
society as they would be in savage society. They may die
early of insufficient food and through an unhealthy dwelling
in a civilised town, but they would die earlier and suffer more
as savages ; while every one may find twenty chances of rising
to some sort of comfort, and even to riches, which would never
happen to one savage in ten thousand.

Sir Richard Burton, in his “ Unexplored Syria,” relates that
he went out to visit Mount Lebanon. Lured by writers,
whom he says had «“ Holy Land on the brain,” he found life
there, though ages removed from the barbarian state,
such that he exclaims: “ Having learned what it is, I should
far prefer the comfort of Spitalfields, the case of the Seven
Dials, and the society of Southwark.”” Hoarded earning is the
beginning of progress. Capital is the handmaid of civilisation.
Lord Brabazon points out that * the higher the civilisation of
a country the more marked is the difference between rich and
poor.” 2 This only means that as the refinementsand luxuries
of the wealthy increase, the contrast grows greater between the
condition of rich and poor. This does not necessarily imply
that the condition of the poor is worse than it was. This
is hardly possible, seeing that in every age it is declared to
be as bad as it can be, and always worse than it ever was
before. Civilisation gives the poor, who are wise, a better
chance than the starvation stage. If a man is Lazarus it is

* Yet he could applaud those who added pianoforte wire to the cats
with which they flogged working men and women of Jamaica. Men in
the negro condition, black and white, will one day have their turn of
power, and Mr. Carlyle's ferocious approval will invigorate many a cat,
and sharpen many a knife, for use on respectable backs and throats,
unless working people learn that fairness alone brings security.

2 Reports of the Condition of the Industrial Classes in Foreign
Countries.

A
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better for him to catch the crumbs falling from the table o1
Dives than lie waiting for those which may drop from brother
Lazarus’s table.

The sole sensible question for the poor to ask is, Can they
better themselves ! The French, demoralised by centralisation,
lacked the English habit of working for majorities and winning
them by agitation. The tradition of the camp in France was
their disqualification for progress by reason. It is showier,
swifter, and more natural to man to fight out a difference than
persuade men out of it. The peril and imprisonments which
resulted from political movements in England the first half or
the last century were occasioned by men who had been in the
army and wanted their associates to arm.

To live in a state in which capital can exist is an advance.
It is only in that stage that emancipation is possible. It is by
concert in industrial operations that wealth arises. A man
being one of the chief instruments in creating wealth, he ought
to get a reasonable share of it. This he may obtain, not by
taking it from those who have amassed it, which can only be
done by bloodshed, and waste, and by setting a precedent
which will expose him to similar attacks in his turn. One
remedy is by employing the economy of Co-operation to save
capital and entering into industrial partnerships to earn it.
This has been the lesson taught by co-operative thinkers, and
by them alone.
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CHAPTER 1I1

THE UTOPIANISTS WHO FORESAW BETTER TIMES

“Now if . . . any one should propose anything that he had either read
in history or observed in his travels, the rest would think that the reputa-
tion of their wisdom would sink, and that their interests would be much
depressed if they could not run it down, . . . as if this were a great
mischief, that any should be found wiser than his ancestors.”—SIR THOMAS
MoRE, Utopia.

“ WORLD-MAKERS” seems a more relevant term than
Utopianists. Those conversant with the history of social
projectors will know that the phrase “ world-making ” is a fair
description of the ambitious schemes of most of them.

Co-operation in England was born of world-makers, and it
becomes more intelligible when its order of descent isseen. An
idea recurring from age to age, and among various peoples,
may be a pertinacious one, since experience shows that silly
ideas are more likely to recur than wise ones—folly being ever
ready-made, while sense has to be acquired. But if it be
a matter of history that certain ideas, oft recurring and widely
agitating dissimilar peoples, have been mostly originated by
philosophers and only promoted by thinking people, the pre-
sumption is that there is something relevant to human needs
in such projects. Co-operative ideas have been of this
character. Men of sense and spirit want to know how it is
that knaves are born on the bank and honest men in the ditch.
Only the wise and bold venture on untried existence. Then
there have been in all ages classes of men who found things so
much to their advantage that they loudly recommended man-
kind not on any account to disturb them, knowing well that
men are never the same any more after they have once seen a
new thing.
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When Co-operation arose nearly everybody said it was
contrary to human nature. What was new to them they
concluded was new to humanity.*

The sentiment of mine and thine, which now seems part of
human nature, was once an invention. “Even when agricul-
ture had been introduced,” Herder remarks, “it cost some
pains to limit men to separate fields and establish the distinc-
tions of mine and thine.”2 Mr. James Mill says, in his
“History of British India,” that “the different benefits
included under the idea of property, at different periods of
society, are not the offspring of nature but the creatures of
will chosen by society as that arrangement with which is, or is
pretended to be, the best for all.” According to Aristotle,
there were nations who held the land in common and divided
the produce, and there were others who divided the land and
stored the produce in common. Minos, who, according to the
legend, aimed at establishing equality among the Cretans,
would not suffer any of them, whatever might be their rank,
to lead an indolent life. Persons of all classes sat at common
tables, partook of the same diet, and at the public expense.
These laws subsisted in force for nearly a thousand years—a
long time for a scheme of life to last which would now be held
to be contrary to human nature. Lycurgus governed Sparta
as grandly as Minos did Crete. Obedience to the law, and the
dread of living for himself, were the earliest lessons imprinted
on the mind of a Lacedemonian ; and this education is reputed
to have endured four hundred years. This “ dread” of a man
living for himself alone has been long extinct in modern
society. It is a true saying that it is liberty which is old ; it is
despotism which is new. Plato had the sagacity to foresee and
reason upon the danger of over-population, and considered it
would be impossible to preserve equality in any State without
regulating the number of the inhabitants—a question society
has not made up its mind to look at yet.

The noblest body of Jews, unlike any others of which his-
tory has made mention, were the Essenes. They deemed

t Like the Irish peasant whom Dr. King met, and asked whether he
would rather live upon wheaten bread or potatoes, answered,  Sir, I like
bread well enough once in a way, but potatoes are more natural”

(Co-operative Magazine, 1820).
s Herder, “ Phil. Hist.,” vol. i. p. 372.
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riches to consist in frugality and contentment ; nor had they
any slaves among them. All were free, and all in their turn
administered to others. Among them there was no house,
however private, which was not open to fraternal reception.
Nor were they enervated by their communistic principles.
Josephus attests the heroic fortitude with which they met
their sufferings in defence of their opinions and mode of life.
Jesus evidently thought well of their principles, and com-
mended them. But not himself foreseeing the rise of the
commercial and manufacturing systems of Europe, he left no
directions—which approve themselves to practical men—for
continuing a plan of life in which men should have “all things
in common.” Indeed, political economists, with one consent,
ignore him in that great department of progress which is their
especial study. Nothing can be more disastrous to the strug-
gling poor than that a teacher of the highest repute among
them should bequeath to them plans of social life so crudely
stated that men should be contemptuously counted as “enthu-
siasts ” who seek to reduce them to practice.

The “Utopia” had great influence on social thinkers.
Considering More’s position, and the eminence of the persons
and interests which were satirised in his “Utopia,” it was a
bold book.r What kind of book the “Utopia” is, and what
manner of man the brave author was, has been told by one
whose pen lends charm to the meanest fact and worthily
recounts the noblest. Mr. Ruskin says: “ We have known
what communism is—for our fathers knew it. . . . First, it
means that everybody must work for his dinner. That much,
perhaps, you thought you knew. The Chelsea farmer and
stout Catholic, born in Milk Street, London, three hundred
and ninety-one years ago, 1480, planned a commune flowing
with milk and honey, and otherwise Elysian, and called it the
¢Place of Well-being,” or Utopia. . . . Listen how matters
really are managed there.” [It is Sir Thomas More who says
what follows.] ¢ Consider how great a part of all other
nations is quite idle. First, women generally do little, who

* Bishop Burnet says the tenderest part of the whole work is the repre-

sentation he gives of Henry the Seventh’s Court, in which his disguise is
so thin that the matter would not have been much plainer if he had

named him.

* “ Fors Clavigera,” Letter 7. 1871.
VOL. 1. 3
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are the half of mankind ; and if some few women are diligent
their husbands are idle. Then consider the great company of
idle priests, and of those that are called religious men ; add
to these all the rich men, chiefly those that have estates in
lands, who are called noblemen and gentlemen, together with
their families, made up of idle persons that do nothing but go
swaggering about. Reckon in with these all those strong and
lusty beggars that go about pretending some disease in excuse
for their begging ; and upon the whole account you will find
that the number of those by whose labours mankind is supplied
is much less than you did perhaps imagine. Then consider
how few of those that work are employed in labours that
men do really need; for we, who measure all things by
money, give occasion to many trades that are both vain and
superfluous, and that serve only to support riot and luxury.
. . . If all those who labour about useless things were set
to more profitable trades ; and if all that number that languish
out their life in sloth and idleness, of whom every one
consumes as much as any two of the men that are at work do,
were forced to labour, you may easily imagine that a small
proportion of time would serve for doing all that is either
necessary, profitable, or pleasant to mankind.” He who said
this, Mr. Ruskin adds, “ was one of the sternest Roman
Catholics of his stern time; and at the fall of Cardinal
Wolsey became Lord High Chancellor of England in his
stead.”

Sir Thomas More wrote in 1516. One hundred and forty
years later—1656 — Harrington dedicated his agrarian
“Oceana” to Cromwell. Hume considered it to be “a
work of genius and invention, and the most valuable mode
of a commonwealth which had been offered to the public.
Cromwell thought there was mischief in it, and is stated t
have said that “what he had won by the sword he w
not going to be scribbled out of by Mr. Harrington.”

One hundred and fifty years after his death any espous?
his scheme brought persons into difficulties ; and His Maj
Attorney-General, in 1793, spoke of him in a very unple
way. When the abusive Attorney-General sat down, Er
rejoined : “ Yet this very Harrington, this low blackgu
he is described, was descended (you may see his pedi
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the Herald’s office for sixpence) from eight dukes, three
marquises, seventy earls, twenty-seven viscounts, and thirty-
seven barons, sixteen of whom were knights of the Garter.”
He was the most affectionate servant of Charles I., from whom
he never concealed his opinions, for it is observed by Wood
that the king greatly affected his company ; but when they
happened to talk of a commonwealth he could scarcely endure
it.  “I know not,” says Toland, * which most to commend—
the king for trusting an honest man, though a republican, or
Harrington for owning his principles while he served a king.”
At Charles’s death the “ Oceana ” was written. It was seized
by Cromwell as a libel, and the way in which it was recovered
was remarkable. Harrington waited on Cromwell’s daughter
to beg for his book, and on entering her apartment snatched up
her child. He said: “I know what you feel as a mother ;
feel, then, for me. Your father has got my child,” meaning
the ¢ Oceana.” It was afterwards restored on her petition,
Cromwell answering, in his tolerant way, “ Let him have
his book ; if my government is made to stand, it has nothing
to fear from paper shot.”

Forty years after Harrington’s scheme of public life founded
on equipoise, came the proposal, by John Bellers, of a College
of Industry—a remarkable instance of practical and co-operative
sagacity. It appeared in 1696, and was the first known
instance of a complete plan of an industrial community for
immediate adoption. Robert Owen, who received it from
Francis Place, had it printed in the old type in which it first
appeared. Bellers’ scheme required  £18,000 in the money of
that time to carry it out. Had it been adopted by the states-
men to whom he addressed it, pauperism would have become
a tradition in England before this time. Like Mr. Owen,
Bellers appealed directly to the heads of the State, and prayed
the Lords and Commons in Parliament assembled to give ear to
his plan, “by which the common people could be trained in
the art of taking care of themselves.” He also addressed the
¢ thinking and public-spirited,” who appear not to have been
more numerous in those days than now. He adopted for his
motto the wholesome words, “ Industry brings plenty,” and

before Lord Kenyon, 1793. This was the
when Cromwell made the remark quoted.
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the uncompromising intimations that “a sluggard should be
clothed with rags,” and “he that will not work shall not eat.”
Lest these sentiments should escape notice, Bellers placed them
on his title-page. His pamphlet was “ printed and published
by T. Sowle, in White Hart Court, in Gracious Street,
London, 1696.” Bellers began by quoting Lord Chief Justice
Hale, who said that “ they that are rich are stewards of their
wealth ”—a doctrine which was thought very new when first
Sir John Sinclair and afterwards Mr. Thomas Drummond
preached it in the House of Commons. “ The best account,”
according to Lord Chief Justice Hale, “ which the rich could
give of their wealth was to employ it in the reformation and
relief of those who want either money or wisdom;” and
reminded them that “he who said, ‘Am I my brother’s
keeper ? > was one of the worst of men.” ¢ The want of a due
provision,” the Chief Justice said, “ for the education and relief
of the poor in a way of industry is that which fills the gaols
with malefactors and the kingdom with idle persons. A sound,
prudent method for an industrious education of the poor will
give a better remedy against these corruptions than all the
gibbets and whipping-posts in the kingdom.” Bellers himself
remarks that “it is the nterest of the rich to take care of the
poor.” He seems to have had an idea in his mind that there
were no poor, some of whose ancestors had not been rich, and
that there were none rich then, some of whose ancestors had
not been poor; and that in the revolutions of society the
posterity of the rich might be poor again, and that it would be
good sense to put a stop to any more people becoming poor.
He insisted that an industrial college could produce all it
members required. The shopkeepers of this generation w’
be astonished to learn that their original enemy was Belle
He enumerated persons and things of which he intended
save the cost in his system : He named shopkeepers and
their servants and dependents. Bad debts. (He was evider
opposed to the credit system.) Saving the labour of n
women and children. Saving of much separate house r
firing, and cooking. Securing that the land should be
tilled by the labourers being owners.

The profits of the college were to be divided amo
shareholders, but the workers were to be guaranteed }
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in and for all things necessary in health or sickness, single or
married, wife or children, and if the parents die early, the
children would be well educated and preserved from misery.
The workers as they grew older were to be abated one hour a
day of their work. Punishments were to be rather abatements
of food than stripes, and that those deserving of greater punish-
ments should be expelled. His plan for teaching languages
to the children contained the germ of that system which Mr.
Prendegast has since made famous, and Bellers proposed the
same abridgment of the hours of learning for children which
Sir Edwin Chadwick mercifully justified. Bellers proposed, as
Pestalozzi and Froebel have since done, “to raise the child’s
love to what he should learn.” Beating children to make
them learn he thought silly, and spoiled their natural parts.
“ Understanding,” he contended, “must rather be distilled as
children can take it, than be driven into them.” He was for
giving them sensible employment, as he thought a silly employ-
ment left the mind silly. “A good education,” he said, “though
with but a little estate, makes a happier man than a great
estate without it.”

Bellers gave no account of himself as to who he was—
what station he occupied—from what reading or experience
he derived his thoughts, and nobody has asked ; but he was
clearly sensible and original. His scheme is worth consult-
ing by any community-maker, for it defines the number
and proportions of persons in every department of industry
who should be brought together. His was not a voluntary,
but a State scheme of co-operation, and the only one ever
proposed in England. He ended his proposal by answering
a number of objections which he considered might be brought
against it. One is: “ Why should he propose to get the chief
share of the profit of the poor’s labour, and not let them have
all the profit themselves, but give the larger portion to the
richy who are to supply the funds to the college ?” His
answer is : “ Because the rich have no other means of living
but by the labour of others ; as the landlord by the labour of
his tenants, and the tradesmen by the labour of the mechanics.”
It did not much matter that Bellers gave the surplus to the
capitalists, seeing that he first made it a condition that every
reasonable want of every member should be well provided for.
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His college of labour would have stood a good chance of
succeeding because it would have been governed. It was
no sentimental scheme in which those who set it going found
the capital, and those who used it did as they pleased. Bellers’
college was a despotism founded on industrial justice—i.e., free
participation by the workers in the advantages they created.
I learn, through the researches of Mr. W, E. A. Axon, that
John Bellers was a member of the Society of Friends, the
father of Fettiplace Bellers. John Bellers died February 8, 1725,
and was buried in Bunhill Fields.

The reprint by Owen of Bellers’ book made a great
impression when it appeared, and was reproduced in periodicals.
There was another writer subsequent to this social-minded
Quaker—one Morelly, a Frenchman, who wrote in the
cighteenth century. Mr. Owen was much influenced by
what he came to know of his views. Francis Place gave some
account of Morelly. Morelly was distinguished for the pre-
cision of his ideas and for the mathematical nature of his mind.
He said the “problem” of social reform was “to find that
state of things in which it should be impossible for any one
to be depraved or poor.” No theorist ever expressed the work
to be done so well before,—no social reformer has expressed it
better since. This is what social thinkers are always aiming
to bring about.

The Marquis of Mirabeau, in a letter dated 1762, made
mention of a family of the name of Pinon, living a few leagues
from the town of Thiers, in Auvergne, France, the head of
which, a farmer, having lived to see his sons marry, requested
them to continue a distinct tribe, and to maintain inviolably
the sacred bond of union, by community of wealth and property
amongst them. ¢ After having been established, at this
period, above a century,” says the marquis, “this amicable
institution has so greatly prospered, that the Pinons have not
only a family seat in the mountains, supplied with all the
conveniences of life, with elegant apartments for strangers
of the highest rank, who are treated with the most generous
hospitality, but they have also several villages appertaining
to them, whose clergy, lawyers, and other professional persons
are branches of the same stock. The necessary arts of life are
exercised in this tribe for the emolument of the whole ; and
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the superfluities sold at the adjacent fairs and markets, where
every one carries with him his family credentials. One
tradition of their origin is that an ancestor of great wealth and
a numerous progeny, well advanced in years, explained to
his children  that their splendid way of living must be greatly
diminished if, after his death, they should, as was customary,
divide his fortune into separate portions; but that, if they
desired to be better economists than the rest of mankind, they
should live in the united state they had done under his roof.”

The Pinon case is cited because its success was based on
secular reasons, which alone are of universal weight. Certain
Jesuits are credited with very great success in carrying out
arrangements of common life in Paraguay. But Jesuits do
not encourage self-dependence in life or thought, and when
their enfeebling paternalism ended, the population were
impotent and idealess as children. The noble aspiration after
truer and higher life, with all the perils, conflicts, and vicissi-
tudes it involves, is better than the softest, smoothest, sleckest,
and most steadfast stagnatlon

The only instance in which social cquahty was the subject
of conspiracy occurred in Paris, 1796. Its great leader was
Babeuf. In those days a blind love of innovation prevailed,
not alone in Frahce but in Europe, and was strongest in Paris,
Then hope and eagerness had the force of a passion. M. de
Talleyrand used to say “that only those who had lived near
the conclusion of the seventeenth century could realise the
worth of the world to man.” Gracchus Babeuf was a young
man when the French Revolution occurred. Ardent, well-
informed, of penetrating mind, and able to write with clearness
and fire, he soon got himself into difficulties. Of what kind
nothing more need be said than that it was Marat who saved
him from the consequences of an order of arrest. At a later
period he obtained the post of secretary to a district adminis-
tration, and subsequently he got employment in the bureaux
of the old commune of Paris. Mrs. Wollstonecraft, who
knew Babeuf well, declared that “she had never seen any
person who possessed greater abilities, or equal strength of
character.” His plan was to establish a system of equality
by force—needless in a country which has a free press, free
speech, and the right of public meetings. For these means
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of progress an Englishman would fight; but, having won
them, he would count himself a fool if he could not make
his way with them. Babeuf was not a wild reformer in
the sense of not knowing what he wanted. He had a clear
and complete idea of what he would put in the place of that
he intended to supersede. His object was to establish a
despotism of justice and equality. Robespierre, on the other
hand, held that *without the people’s consent none have a
right to thrust systems upon them ; but with their consent,
all systems should be equally accessible to them.” To the
credit of the French Liberals many of them objected to violent
modes of attaining just objects. Certainly many of the aims
of the conspirators were good. They were for abolishing
mendicity as dishonouring to a free State, and for establishing
a system of education in common. They regarded ignorance
as a national danger. They were friendly to a policy of peace.
They adopted a doctrine of non-intervention. They would
not intermeddle with other nations, nor suffer other nations
to intermeddle with the affairs of France. There were to be
no idlers. “Nature,” they said, “had imposed upon every
one the obligation to work.” They kept no terms with those
who did nothing. Their words were: “They do nothing
for the country who do not serve it by some useful occupation,
and can exercise no rights in it.” The common accusation
" is that men of social convictions seek other people’s property—
whereas the fact is they seek to make everybody work. This
may be a very disagreeable passion ; but it is not laziness, nor
is it plunder. All the schemes of Utopians prove at bottor
to be schemes of work and wealth-making. Shopkeepers wi
be interested to hear that Babeuf and his colleagues propos
to retain retail dealers. They meditated censorship of 1
press, which the Napoleon family afterwards put in executir
But the conspirators had a ferocious thoroughness and vig
for which Carlyle and other eminent friends of Govr
Eyre, of Jamaica, would very much esteem them.
decreed on the day on which they commenced their
rection, that “ to give or execute in the name of the
Government (‘tyranny’ they called it) any order 1

should be punished with instant death.” Some w

be buried under the ruins of their palaces; which rv
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to be left in that state, as a monument to the latest posterity
of the just punishment inflicted on the enemies of equality.” *
A dismal kingdom of equality France would have been with
these murderous ruins defacing it.

Babeuf and his compatriots failed through a traitor,? and
came to the block. They were brave men, neither afraid to
avow their designs nor die for their cause. Babeuf’s last letter
to his wife contained some wise and lofty sentiments: “It
belongs,” he said, “to the family of a martyr of liberty to give
the example of every virtue, in order to attract the esteem of
all good people. I would desire my wife to do all in her power
to give education to her children. I hope you will believe you
were always most dear to me. Speak often of me to Camille ;
tell him a thousand times I bore him tenderly in my heart.
Tell Caius as much when he will be capable of understanding
it. I knew no other way to render you happy than by pro-
moting the happiness of all. I have failed. I have sacrificed
myself ; it is for you as well as for liberty I die.”

When the conspirators were sentenced, Babeuf and Darthe,
the chief leaders, stabbed themselves with their daggers, and
were dragged from the court by the gendarmes. Babeuf’s
poignard broke, and a piece remained imbedded near his heart.
Both lived long enough to be beheaded next day, but their
courage never forsook them. Their bodies were flung into a
ditch. Some country people buried them. So ended the first
and last conspiracy for equality! Its conduct justifies the
high repute for ability Babeuf won. It was a masterpiece of
organisation. Nothing was forgotten. Proclamations, songs,
manifestoes, decrees, laws, declarations of rights, were all pre-
pared for issue, conceived with sagacity, and written with
brevity, eloquence, and fire. The labour and secret discussions

* This design shows that the petroleuse business, which got connected
with the honest and just aims of the communalist party in France, was no
new madness. Indeed, it would not be new in England. An English
Conservative lord some time aio had at his breakfast-table one whom 1
knew to have acted in a plot to blow up London in 1848. It was a police-
agent's project, but the person in question fell in with it, and it took some
trouble to divert him from it. The said lord did not know of this little
affair. The enterprising patriot left the country but kept up a corre-
spondence with his noble friend.

* This was Grisel, in whom they had confided, and who had flattered,
inflamed, and caressed them, as is the way of suspicious patriots. The
club of Babeuf assembled in the vaults of the Pantheon, and this Grisel
was the most open-mouthed scoundrel there.
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gone through were immense. Nothing is more astonishing
than the sublime confidence of the conspirators in human
nature, to believe that no traitor would betray plans to which
hundreds must have been privy. That only one was false
shows that equality must have been a noble inspiration.
Phillipo Buonarroti, a Florentine of high family, a reputed
descendant of Michael Angelo—and his brillant powers and
daring services corroborated the belief—was a colleague of
Babeuf, and afterwards published a history—with documents
which he had the courage to preserve—of the famous attempt
of Babeuf. Among them were the “Songs for the Streets,”
which had not been overlooked. Equality had its Marseillaise
as well as Republicanism, though its notes got stifled with
daggers. I quote it as giving some idea of the aspirations of the
time. Let the reader remember that the French had found
no way out of the long oppression under which they and their
forefathers had lived save by insurrection ; that they believed
kingly luxury and tyranny to have been the causes of their
misery and subjection ; that the people had delivered them-
selves by the knife ; that they had never seen any other means
succeed ; that the philosophers had all pleaded for them in
vain ; that they were firmly convinced that before kings arose
equality, freedom, and means of subsistence were enjoyed by
all who toiled ; that everlasting emancipation from slavery and
want depended upon themselves alone ; and that one united,
uncompromising, and thorough blow would redress for ever the
wrongs of ages. Let the reader recall all this, and he is not
English if his blood is not stirred by the—

BATTLE SONG OF THE CONSPIRATORS FOR EQUALITY.

By tyrant codes enthralled, by knaves borne down,
Man stoops to man, and villains wear the crown :—
Where is the freeman’s voice ? the warrior’s steel ?—
Shall we not stoutly fight, as well as keenly feel ?
Awake ! arise, at Liberty’s command !—

Th’ Aurora of our freedom is at hand—

And slavery’s night is o’er if we’ll but bravely stand !

Oh, Nature, or whatever power it be,

Which said to man, “ Be happy and be free! "

Say by what strange mischance thy laws o’erthrown
Have yielded place to slavery and a throne.

Is there not onc will dare assert the cause

Of outraged manhood and thy broken laws ?
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How long shall man quail 'neath the despot rule

Of a usurper or a king-born fool ?

Nations! arise, at Liberty’s command |—

Th’ Aurora of your freedom is at hand |—

And slavery’s night is o’er if you'll but bravely stand !

In ancient times, when yet our race was young—
Nor gold nor war the soul to madness stung—

Each in the land possessed an equal share ;

No kingly luxury known, no gaunt despair.

Then peace and competence went hand in hand,
Unfear'd the assassin’s knife, the foeman’s brand—
These days are ours again if we'll but bravely stand !

In those bless'd days when man, of man the friend,
Nor yet had learn'd to borrow or to lend,

Nature on all alike her bounty poured ;

No starving wretch was seen, no pampered lord—
Till fraud and priestcraft, by ambition led,

Taught man his kind to hate, his blood to shed ;
Then princes, subjects, masters, serfs were known,
And shuddering Freedom fled before—a THRONE !
Nations ! arise, at Liberty's command !—

Th’ Aurora of your freedom is at hand—

And slavery's night is o’er if you'll but bravely stand !

‘Where is the difference 'tween the serf and peer ?

Why meanly quail ye, then, with idiot fear ?

Bne:f front to front the oppressor and the oppressed ;
Wealth cannot strength impart, nor title steel the breast.
Lay on! lay on ! the death-sigh of the brave

Be ours, and not the death-bed of the slave !

Nations ! arise, at Liberty's command !—

Th’ Aurora of your freedom is at hand—

And slavery's night is o'er if you'll but bravely stand !

The only English account of this disastrous conspiracy is the
translation of James Bronterre O'Brien, who rendered great
service when boldness and historical knowledge were very
important to the populace. He was one of the best-informed
of the Chartist leaders. His translation and comments on
Buonarroti’s History are still cherished by a few surviving old
Chartists. Traditions of the camp contributed to disqualify
the French Liberals for seeking progress by reason. It is
showier, swifter seeming, to fight out a difference than to
reason men into the right. Reason is no doubt ineffective for
a time with those who do not understand how to manage a
weapon in the use of which they have not been drilled. Most
of the peril and imprisonments in England which occurred in
Chartist movements were occasioned by persons who had been
in thearmy. They said, “ What is the use of reasoning when
you know you are in the right? Why waste time in trying
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to convince those who know they are in the wrong?” And
while their plodding comrades were holding meetings, they
were planning fights in the streets—declaring an hour’s drill
was worth a week of speeches.

Violence and spoliation are still charged against social
improvers. Judge Thomas Hughes relates in his “Memoir
of a Brother ” how George Hughes said to him, % You, Tom,
don’t want to divide other people’s property 1’ “No.” “Then
why call yourselves Socialists ?” Tom answered, “ It is only
fools who believe or say that a desire to divide other people’s
property is the essence of Socialism.” “That may be very
true,” answered his shrewd brother George, “but if you are
called Socialists, you will never persuade English people that
this is not your object” (pp. 113, 114).

Godwin’s political justice was regarded, next to the works ot
Paine, as a text-book of working-class politicians. Published
1793, three years before Babeuf fell, it contained no sanction of
his desperate methods. It advocated equality as broadly as
Babeuf did ; but Godwin added these warning words : ¢ As the
equality contemplated would be the result not of force, but of
the serious and deliberate conviction of the public at large, it
would be permanent.” English partisans of equality declared
themselves in favour of peace, industry, economy, and reason.

Its historic policy was that of progress by persuasion. Among
our social innovators have been men who have cared nothing
for political freedom. Many have come among them and have
encouraged it, like Napoleon III., because they thought
social ideas would beguile them out of political aspirations.
The majority of them, however, have been men and women
steadfastly caring for political improvement—not shrinking
from sacrifice or peril when it came; but they put not change
upon issues of violence.

Considérant gives an interesting account of the fabrication
of Gruyére cheese in the Jura mountains : “ The peasants rer
a small house, consisting of a workshop and dairy, with
cellar. In the workshop they place an enormous copg
destined to receive the milk of two hundred cows. A sin
man suffices to make two or three cheeses of from sixty
eighty pounds weight. These cheeses are placed in a ¢
to be salted and cured. Every day the quantity of
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brought to the dairy is noted on two pieces of wood—one for
the milker, the other for the manager. It is therefore known
exactly how much each family contributes. They can even
keep an account of the relative qualities of milk by means
of an acrometer. They sell wholesale to the merchants.
They deduct rent, fuel, and implements, pay the manager in
proportion to the general result, and divide the rest among the
families, proportionately to the value of their respective invest-
ments.” Itis clear that Gruyére should be the favourite cheese
of co-operators, as it is the first cheese made on their system.
If Protestants of historic taste take ox-tail soup (Huguenot
soup) because the Huguenots taught us to make it, co-operators
ought to cat Gruyére.

St. Simon, a member of an illustrious French family, born
in Paris in 1760, was one of the world-makers. He served in
several campaigns under Washington, but out of the ranks
he proposed no violence, nor did any, except when he came to
poverty and neglect he attempted to shoot himself. He, how-
ever, survived, regained his generous enthusiasm for human
improvement, and prided himself on being the apostle of
Industry—a worthy species of apostle who have come rather late
in the world. He took no part in the destructive movement
of the French Revolution, but spent nearly all his fortune in
instituting “ A Grand Establishment of Industry and a School
of Scientific Perfection.” In 1814 he published a scheme for
the “ Reorganisation of Europe.” In 1817 (a notable year, as
will appear in amother chapter), with English social aspirants,
St. Simon published his work on ¢ Industry,” upon the organi-
sation of which he never ceased to write. “Industry,” he
declared, “ was holy, for it serves to ameliorate the condition
of the poor.” His system was known by the formula—%To
each according to his capacity : to each capacity according to
its works”’ ; which meant that the community would expect
from each member the best he was able to do, and would reward
him according to what he did. The followers of St. Simon
acquired a grand way of speaking. “If Moses,” they said,
“had promised men universal fraternity, Jesus Christ had pre-
pared it, St. Simon had realised it.” Hissystem attracted many
noble minds in France. St. Simon himself shared the common
fate of those who think for others more than for themselves,
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and died poor and neglected in 1825. One disciple and two
or three friends were with him when he expired, to whom
his last exhortation was “Be of courage, and go forward

constantly.”
In 1832 St. Simonian missionaries came to London to call
attention to their principles and plans. They described them- -

selves as representing the holy religion of progress—a very
good religion in its way, but it is one that never had many
followers.

Charles Fourier was the next French dreamer of social worlds
who attained great celebrity. He was born at Besangon, in
1772. He began his career in a way that gave no promise of
the sublime schemes of passional harmony he was destined to
amaze mankind with. His first literary effort was a poem on
the death of a pastrycook, which astonished the professors of
the college in which he was placed. He was hardly seven
years old when tarts inspired his muse. Though of poetical
temperament he was attached to business. His life was several
times in danger during the fearful times of the Revolution.
Notwithstanding that he was compelled to enter the army and
serve six years, his gentle and kind disposition never changed.
He believed the miseries of humanity to proceed from ignorance;
and held that pain, either physical or moral, was the sign of
error—pleasure the sign of truth. He issued in 1808 a state-
ment of his views, under the title of “The Theory of the
Four Movements.,” His ultimate work of most mark was
“ The New Industrial World” ; but it was not until Victor
Considérant became his disciple that his views began to
allure cultivated minds. Fourier founded Phalansteres, an<
bewildered men more than St. Simon. His plans were .
boundless as the visions of the ¢ Arabian Nights ”—his stat.
ment of them as dry as mathematical rigour could make then
his divisions and subdivisions were such that no Englishn
could hope to master them and live. Never were s
pomp and perplexity presented to working people before
Fourier had had his way nobody would have known the
again. If the disease of social reformers be world-n
Fourier may be said to have had it in a very violent forn
have had bad attacks of it in England, but nothing lil
Frenchmen have suffered from. Fourier ends his wor)

-——
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future of man by the astounding remarks : “ The duty of God
is to compose a social code, and reveal it to man. . . . The
duty of man is to search for the Divine code. . . . It is manifest
that human reason has not fulfilled its task. This neglect has
now been repaired, and the passional code discovered ”*—by
Fourier. His last work, “ La Fausse Industrie,” was published
in 1835. In 1837 he died, after the manner of his kind, sad
and dejected at the non-realisation of his grand and gracious
dreams.

These generous Utopianists put new ideas into the mind of
the world. They made it possible for new men to do more.
The careless verdict of the unregarding public was that they
had all discovered perpetual motion, but none of them could
get their machines to move. Before pioneers, for their
encouragement, stand the dying words of St. Simon, “ Be of
courage, and go forward constantly.”

* “Social Destiny of Man.”
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CHAPTER IV

HOW CO-OPERATION ITSELF BEGAN

‘“ All around was dim,
Yet his face glowed with light revealed to him.”
GEORGE EL10T, Fubal.

THE originator of Co-operation was Robert Owen, born so far
back as 1771, a year before Fourier. Nature was in one of her
adventurous moods at that period. In the four years from 1769
to 1772 there appeared Napoleon, Wellington, Goethe, Owen,
and Fourier—all historic men in their line : bane and antidote,
war and art, world-destroyers and world-makers. Robert
Owen was born May 14, 1771, in Newtown, Montgomery
shire. He was afterwards known as Robert Owen, of N'
Lanark. Many will consider that he was not a proper pers
to be brought forward in legitimate history. But history
unceremonious. Its natural food is facts; and when it
them it has no choice, no scruples, and no remorse. In
Owen’s days few “ proper persons ” had the faculty of im
ment in them of the kind that the world most want
therefore a wilful Welshman took it into his benevole
fertile head to do what he could. And thus it cam'
that Co-operation was a Welsh inspiration.

Mr. Owen was a very unusual man. By patience
sagacity, and kindness he raised himself to emi
opulence. His life illustrates how much knowledg
observation may acquire without books. He attair
tion by two things—the observance of truth in ¢
experience in practice. He was known from t
man of veracity and reflection. From being a dr
he became a manager of cotton mills at Manch
a large population of the working class under |
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Manchester, from 1791 to 1799, and a still larger number for
many years afterwards at New Lanark, where, in 1810, he
planned an Institution for the Formation of Character. He
built commodious schoolrooms (one of them go feet by 40 feet)
for the separate instruction from the time when as infants
they were able to walk alone until they were intelligent. No
school board with a town rate to aid it now would venture
upon erecting premises so spacious for little children.t These
proceedings being too far in advance for his partners, the
building was suspended when the walls were half up. In
1814 he separated from these school-fearing colleagues, made
arrangements for new partners, and purchased the whole
establishment. Assent to his measures, for the improvement of
the: population and the finishing of the institution, were the
conditions on which he accepted his new allies into partnership.
The new institution was completed, fitted up, and furnished
in the year 1815. On the first day of the following year,
January, 1816, “The Institution ” was formally opened, in
the presence of all the villagers with their children. The
assemblage exceeded two thousand in number. There were
present also the principal nobility and gentry in the neighbour-
hood, with some of the clergy of various denominations. The
parents present were astonished at being called upon to send
their children to school the very next day. This was the first
infant school ever established. Lord Brougham—then Henry
Brougham—visited it twice. It was by Mr. Owen’s aid in
supplying them with teachers that Mr. Brougham, Mr. James
Mill, and others were able to open the first infant school set up
in England, in Brewer’s Green, Westminster. The first
little scholars met there on the 14th of February, 1819.2 Mr.

* “ Owen, like Plato, laid great stress on the value of singing, dancing,
and drill, as means of education, much to the horror of his Quaker partners.
Like Plato, he considered ease, graceful bearing, self-possession, and
politeness principal tests and objects of any system of education. Where
even now could you find such a school as the New Lanark, for rich
or poor, setting up these qualities as among its main and principal objects ?**

Lecture on * Foreshadowings of Co-operation in Plato,” by Walter

orrison, M.P., Co-operative Institute, London, 1874.)

3 This school failed. Not satisfied with the moral training and instruc-
tive amusement, as at New Lanark, the managers sought prematurely to
develop the intellectual powers. The tender brain of the infant was over-
excited ; more harm than good was done ; and the system fell, in a measure,

into disrepute, until Frobel, in his “ Kindergartens,” brought back things
to a more rational way (R. D. Owen : Autobiography).

VOL. I 4
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Owen was incessant in translating his theories into

It was in these skilfully-devised and long-continued 3
ments for uniting intelligence with industry, and indusz
working-class competence, that Co-operation was gen
Mr. Owen acted on the principle that intelligence would
a good investment. It did prove so, and thus it came t
that the education of members has always been deemed

of the co-operative scheme among those who understood

Though Mr. Owen ecarned an honourable name for

volence he was not a man who played at philanthropy.

working people in his employ were in ignorance, viciot
and discomfort. Their great employer’s object was to
them how much could be done by mutual arrangeme
improve their condition and prospects. Mr. Owen’s proy
in the attractions of the schoolroom, in the applianc
teaching, and the extent and quality of what was taught
not been excelled in the most generous state in Americ
it has never yet entered into the imagination of any E
minister to offer, or of any workpeople to ask for such in

Britain. The weavers and their wives at New Lanarl
witnessed this more than princely concern for their chil
welfare, knew that Mr. Owen meant them well, a
manifest also in a thousand acts of thoughtfulness and re
ful treatment towards them. Had Mr. Owen lived in
appreciative days he had been offered a baronetcy. Hov
grateful workpeople offered him what he was prouder of,
confidence and co-operation, and their will and skill wer:
elements of profit in the workshop. Thus the foundati
Co-operation were laid by Mr. Owen and his asso
capitalists by sharing with the labourers and their fam
portion of the common gain. The share falling t
employers was greater than it otherwise could have been

Mr. Owen, in his letter to the Times newspaper in

addressing his early friend, who had then become Lord (
cellor Brougham, said : “I believe it is known to your
ship that in every point of view no experiment was e
successful as the one I conducted at New Lanark, althot
was commenced and continued in opposition to all the
and strongest prejudices of mankind. For twenty-nine
we did without the necessity for magistrates or law
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without a single legal punishment ; without any known poor
rate ; without intemperance or religious animosities,. W
reduced the hours of labour, well educated all the childre
from infancy, greatly improved the condition of the adult
diminished their daily labour, paid interest on capital, an
cleared upwards of /300,000 of profit.”

Lord Brougham, in reply, stated in the Times, what he man
years afterwards repeated in the House in Lords, that M
Owen was the originator of infant schools in England. Lo
Brougham said: “I have not the least hesitation in statin
that the infant school system never would, in all probabilit;
have been established but for Mr. Owen’s Lanark schools.
most distinctly recollect Mr. Mill (Mr. James Mill, father «
John Stuart Mill, was the person referred to), Sir C. Gre
(afterwards Chief Justice of Calcutta), and myself discussin
for some weeks what name we should give these new school
and . . . after rejecting various names, we fixed upon that ¢
Infant Schools. The thing as well as the name were equall
unknown till then in England.” Mr. Owen added, in
further letter to the Times, that in 1799 he purchased the Ne
Lanark mills for £60,000, and entered upon the premises ¢
the 15th of August of that year ; that he published a very fu
and detailed account of the new institution, which include
the infant schools, in his third essay on the “Formation «
Character,” and that a mutual friend of his and Lord Brougha:
(Mr. James Mill) corrected the press for him. It was candi
in Mr. Owen to make this acknowledgment of the assistanc
of Mr. Mill.r The reader is conscious of vigour and direci
ness of statement in those essays greater than other works ¢
Mr. Owen’s.

Owen instigated Fellenberg to commence an infant scho
at Hofwyl, which subsequently uniting industry with educatio
became celebrated. The self-supporting Pauper Colonies ¢
Holland were owing to Owen’s suggestion. He originate
the short-time agitation on behalf of children in factories; h
assisted Fulton with money to try his inventions in stear
navigation ; he purchased the first bale of American Sea Islan
cotton imported into England, foreseeing at once the futw

* Mr. Francis Place told me that he also was concerned in the revisic
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importance to the spinning trade of England of enc ¢
the foreign supply of raw material. The great “1 O
(as persons call him who, following the bent of thes
faculties, believe nothing which is not commonplace) ¢
his son Dale Owen states, “been received respectfull
sometimes with distinction, by those highest in positic
Lords Liverpool, Sidmouth, Castlereagh, and by Mr. Ca:
by the Royal Dukes of York, Cumberland, Sussex, Caml|
and especially by the Duke of Kent (Queen Victoria’s fa
by the Archbishop of Canterbury (Sutton),and by the I
of London, St. David’s, Durham, Peterborough, and Nc
Besides Bentham, his partner, he was more or less in
with Godwin, Ricardo, Malthus, Bowring, Francis
Joseph Hume, James Mill, O’Connell, Roscoe, Cl
Cobbett, Sir Francis Burdett, the Edgeworths, the stati
Colquhoun, Wilberforce, Macaulay (father of the hist
and Nathan Rothschild, the founder of the house. F
received as guests at his own house at Braxfield, Prince:
and Maximilian of Russia, the Duke of Holstein-Olde
Baron Goldsmid, Baron Just (Saxon ambassador), (
Brougham, Sir James Mackintosh, and Lord Stowell,
in-law of Lord Sidmouth. When he visited Paris he
letters from the Duke of Kent to the Duc d’Orleans
Philippe), and from the French ambassador to the I
minister ; and he was invited to the Visitor’s Chair |
French Academy. In Europe he made the acquainta
La Place, Humboldt, La Rochefoucauld, Camille Jou
Pastor Oberlin, Pestalozzi, Madame de Stiel, and many
eminent persons.” I

These illustrious intimacies show that Robert Owen «
co-operative industry into good company, for the disc
of this subject was the sole reason why eminent persons :
Mr. Owen, or he sought them.

The gains and economies of Lanark Mill had taugh
the working class could, if they had sense to unite,
something by shopkeeping. One oven, Mr. Owen p
out, might suffice to bake for one hundred families with
more cost and trouble of attendance than a single hou
took, and set free a hundred fires and a hundred do

* Robert Dale Owen, Atlantic Monthly, June, 1873, pp. 735-€
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cooks. One commodious washhouse and laundry * would sav:
one hundred disagreeable, screaming, steaming, toiling washing
days in common homes. It was not far to go to infer tha
one large well-stocked shop would, properly served, supply th:
wants of a thousand families, and supersede twenty smalle
shops, and save to the customers all the cost of the twent
shopmen and twenty shop rents and rates, in addition to th
economy in prices and advantage in quality in buying whole
sale, in a degree small shops could not compass.

When Mr. Owen’s plans for the reconstruction of societ)
first dazzled the imaginations of men, hope begat belief tha
the day of great change was nigh. Many had a sense tha
society was ravel and cruelty, as far as competition went
But the formation of character was more arduous than wa
thought. Science has taught men that the improvement o
mankind is an affair of a million influences and unknown time
None now can tell the fascination of that vision of improve
ment, in which progress was considered to be reduced to :
simple problem of State mechanism, of which all the condition
had been discovered.

The tireless Newtown Utopian instituted a magnificen
publicity of his projects. He made speeches, held meetings
published pamphlets and books, bought innumerable copies o
all newspapers and periodicals which gave any account of hi
proceedings, and distributed them broadcast over the world.:
The very day on which he opened his celebrated schools a
New Lanark for the formation of character he dispatched t
Lord Sidmouth the manuscript copy he had made of all he
said, so that the Government might have the earliest and mos
authentic knowledge of what was going forward. Where :
great co-operative society now spends pounds in diffusing :
knowledge of its principles Mr. Owen spent thousands o
pounds. It was this wise, costly, and generous publicity tha
led the public to attach value to the new social ideas. Mr
Owen may be said to have impressed mankind with them
for he travelled all over Europe and made repeated visits t

* These exist now. In Mr. Owen's days they were unknown amn
untheught of.

* He paid the full price for all newspapers he bought, and the pric
was considerable then ; and he posted copies, among others, to ever
clergyman in the kingdom. Mr. Pare found that Mr. Owen’'s payment
for papers amounted to (4,000 in three months.
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America to personally spread the information of the
system of society. Simultaneously with his efforts in E
he spent a fortune in America in endeavours to found
munities there, but up to 1820 no periodical was start
advocate these views.

Things were so bad that few saw any hopes of ame
them. The conclusion of most who thought upon the st
was that of the link-boy, who, when Pope, stumbling,
out, “God mend me,” answered, “I think, sir, God had |
make a new one.” Social reformers said it was better to
the stumbling world over again. In the Economist of thai
the first of the name, the editor, Mr. Mudie, was rea
undertake the task, and thus announced the resoluti
which he had come :—

“Though far from entertaining a very exalted opini
my own powers, yet from the mere conviction that the
ought to be performed by some one, however humble, I
had the boldness to take upon my shoulders the burden of exan
the whole affairs and circumstances of mankind. The pond
load is greater than I could sustain, but that I feel a str
beyond my own. Would that I possessed the power t
around me on the instant the choicest spirits of the eartl
the air,—that with a magic touch I could at once dissolv
delusions of error and of prejudice,—and, by the genii ¢
lamp and the ring, transport mankind in a moment intc
new world of delights which is opening upon my enrap
sight.”

The British public, who walk by faith on Sundays, wa
sight only during week-days. In business they believe
according to results. Those who had resolved to make a
sweep of existing institutions, found full employmer
disciples of this thorough-going school, and a broom pa
reformers was actually formed, who undertook to sweep
and cart it away.

“Social Science,” now well recognised, was then a
known term. Mr. Owen was the first public man to
that there might be a “science of society.” 2 His do

* Economist, 1821.

* During a period of twenty years I well remember when the
‘“gocial science” was regarded as much an indication of *som
being wrong ” on the part of those who used it, as mentioning
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was that by the wise use of material means men might make
society what it ought to be. In these happy and latitudinarian
days anybody may improve society who can, and society is
very glad when anybody gives signs of the capacity of doing it.
His services are accepted, and no questions are asked. But in
Robert Owen’s days no one was allowed to attempt any good
unless he believed in the Thirty-nine Articles,* and down te
the year 1840 the Bishop of Exeter made things very unplea-
sant in the House of Lords to any persons detected doing it.
Our “ pastors and masters” held then the exclusive patent for
improving the people, and though they made poor use of it,
they took good care that nobody infringed it. Improvement,
like the sale of corn, was a monopoly then, but we have free
trade in humanity now, though the business done is not very
great yet. The day at length came when the most ardent had
to pause. The world did not subscribe, and it was left to
chequeless enthusiasts to find funds to diffuse a knowledge of
the new views. It was then that certain practical-minded per-
sons advised the formation of co-operative stores, where money
might be made without subscribing it, and proposed that share-
holders should give their profits to a fund for propagandism.

The first journal in the interest of Co-operation was the
Economist of 1821. It was thought in 1868 an act of temerity
to take the name of Socia/ Economist as a title.® The Ecomomisi
was a title adopted by Mr. James Wilson, the founder of the
Economist newspaper, who was likely to have seen Mr. Owen’s
publication, for there was much early knowledge of Co-opera-
tion in the house in Essex Street, where I used to sec
formidable files, reaching to the ceiling, of unsold Ecomomists,
before it became the organ of the commercial classes. The
first number of the co-operative Economist appeared on Satur.
day, January 27, 1821, price threepence. It was preceded by
Lyell's doctrine of qu{s'o( Man, or Darwin’s Theory o
Evolution, afterwards beame all surprised when a Nationa
Association

was formed for the promotion of * Social Science ” in whicl
prelates took part.

* This was as modestly put as could be expected by a prelate of tha
day. The Bishop of London said, “ Mr. Owen’s system was brough
forward by an individual who declared that he was not of one of th
religions hitherto taught. This alone was a sufficient reason for him t
disre it " (Hampden in the * Nineteenth Century," P- 47, laﬂ

ke Social Ecomomist, edited by the present wri
Greemng
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a prospectus, as claborate as an essay and as long as a pam
The title-page of the volume declared that “ The Eco
was a periodical paper explanatory of the new system of s
projected by Robert Owen, Esq., and a plan of associatic
the working classes.” ¢ Working people” was the |
phrase Francis Place used in his addresses to them. I
very first number of this Economist mention was made ¢
formation of a “ Co-operative and Economical Society,” 1
is the earliest record I find of 2 name now so familiar 1
public ear.

The public had been told that human affairs were h
forth to be based on some new principle. There was a g
expectation that the public would soon hear of somethi:
their advantage. At length one day in the autumn of
the editor of the Economist broke in upon his readers in
capitals, and said to them :—

% The Secrer 1s OuT : it is unrestrained Co-oPERA
on the part of ALL the members, for EVERY purpose of
life.”’* It was a very small, eager, active, manifold
which appeared in the name of Co-operation, then for th:
time distinctively named; but during the next ten
it spread wondrously over the land.

In the middle of January, 1821, a pamphlet was pub.
describing the Economical Society, at the Medallic Ca
158, Strand, where the Economist itself was published.
pamphlet was signed by Robert Hunt, James Shallard,
Jones, George Hinde, Robert Dean, and Henry Hetherin
It professed to be a report of the committee appoint:
a meeting of journeymen, chiefly painters, to take
consideration certain propositions, submitted to them by
George Mudie, having for their object a system of
arrangement calculated to effect essential improvemen
the condition of the working classes and of society at
They took as a motto words from Milton, which were
appropriate to their purpose :—

“Our greatness will appear
Then most conspicuous, when great things of small,

Useful of hurtful, prosperous of adverse
We can create.”

* Economist, August 27, 1821.
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This is the first co-operative society motto I have found.

The term Co-operation was used in the sense of com-
munism. From implying concert of life in community it
came to mean concert in shopkeeping. 1t was a great descent
from the imperial altitude of world-making to selling long-
sixteen candles and retailing treacle. Doubtless, if we only
knew it, the beginning of civilised society was not less absurd.
There were in all probability dreamers who stood on the verge
of savage life contemplating with satisfaction the future ot
civilisation, when men should abandon their reckless and
murderous habits and master methods of thrift and peace.
And when that new order began, now described as the dawn
of civilisation, there must have been persons with a fine sense
of contempt for those petty transactions of barter, out of which
capital and commerce grew, which have finally covered the
carth with palaces and raised private individuals to an
opulence surpassing that of monarchs. Had there been
leading articles, reviews, and political economists in those days,
how these dreamers who brought about modern society would
have been held up to derision and have been glad to hide
their abashed heads !

Mr. Owen entertained the belief that “if the bad position
of men’s affairs proceed not from necessity but from errors,
there is hope that when those errors are forsaken or corrected
a great change for the better may ensue.” “It is compara-
tively of little avail,” Mr. Owen was accustomed to say, « to
give to either young or old ¢precept upon precept, and line
upon line,” unless the means shall be also prepared to train
them in good practical habits.” These were the convictions
which gave him strength and made him useful. When pass-
ing by the new Royal Exchange, London, he, looking up at
it, said to a friend (Thomas Allsop) with him—¢ We shall have
that one day. The old system must give way. It will come
down of its own weight.” The course of progress in this
country is otherwise. Society does not come down. The
originator of Co-operation never foresaw that a minor part ot
his views was destined to obtain a strange ascendancy. Who
would have dreamed that flannel weavers, mechanics, and
shoemakers of Rochdale, in 1844, were founding a movement
the voice of which would pass like a cry of deliverance into
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the camps of industry in many lands, and since cause shop-
kecpers in every town and city of the British Empire to
scressn with dread, cry to members of Parliament, and crowd
the offices of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, praying to be
rescued from the Red Sca of Co-operation, lest it should sub-
merge their huxtering. But Co-operation is more merciful than
the Kgyptisn waves, the Pharaohs of capital and competition
will be saved, although they have brought—as co-operators
contend—plsgues of poverty upon the people. Co-operation,
Mr. Owen no more constructed than George Stephenson did
that railway system, which a thousand unforeseen exigencies
have suggested and a thousand brains matured. But, as
Stephemon made railway locomotion possible, so Owen set
men's minds on the track of Co-operation, and time and need,
fuith and thought, have made it what it is,
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CHAPTER V

THE CHARACTER OF ITS DISCOVERER

“There is a way of winning more by love than fear;
Force works on servile nature—not the free :
He that's compelled to goodness may be good,
But ’tis but for that fit : where others, drawn
By softness and example, get a habit.”—BEN JoNsON.

THERE cannot be an adequate record of the co-operativ
movement without taking into account the influence of Mi
Owen’s proceedings upon its fortunes. It was often involve
in theological conflicts. Mr. Owen was the chief cause ¢
this. He could not very well avoid giving battle to sever:
kinds of adversaries, and, being a Welshman, I have no dout
he did it with good-will.

Robert Owen was the only Welshman I ever knew wh
did not think Wales the world, and he no sooner compr
hended that there was a wider world elsewhere than he acte
like one who had taken possession of it, and finding it i
disorder, suggested how it might be put straight. He was th
first publicist among us who looked with royal eyes upo
children. He regarded grown persons as being propricto
of the world—bound to extend the rites of hospitality to a
arrivals in it. He considered little children as little guests, 1
be welcomed with gentle courtesy and tenderness, to t
offered knowledge and love, and charmed with song an
flowers, so that they might be glad and proud that they ha
come into a world which gave them happiness, and only aske
of them goodness. Duke Bernard, of Saxe-Weimar said, wit
admirable comprehensiveness, “ Mr. Owen looked to nothin
less than to renovate the world, to extirpate all evil, to banis
all punishment, to create like views and like wants, and
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guard against all conflicts and hostilities.” Finding pious
benevolence seeking progress by prayer, which did not bring
it, Mr. Owen boldly proposed to substitute for it scientific
benevolence, which seeks human improvement by material
methods. “ Here,” he said, if not in terms in theory, “is the
new path of deliverance, where no thought is lost, no effort
vain ; where the victory is always to the wise and the patient,
and the poor who believe will no longer be betrayed.” We
know not now what courage it required to say this when Mr.
Owen said it. Gentlemen expected to provide the poor with
their religion. If they subscribed to any school this was their
chief object, for very little secular learning was imparted. In
Sunday schools spelling, reading, writing, and arithmetic were
subordinated to the Catechism. Mr. Owen gave lessons in the
knowledge of the world in his schools. Both the clergy and
dissenting ministers regarded with jealousy any influence not
under their direction, and they made it difficult for social
improvers to do anything.

To teach common people the arts of self-help, the wisdom
of choosing their own opinions, and to believe only in that
religion which brought them actual deliverance from depend-
ence and want, was not a popular thing to do. Mr. Owen
had the fate of Paine before him. Paine excelled all politicians
in teaching principles. Ebenezer Elliott told me Paine was
the greatest master of metaphor he had known. Cobbett”
writings were vigorous wordiness, compared with Paine
finished thoroughness. The pen of Paine did as much as t,
sword of Washington to effect American independence. F
was one whose writings Pitt thought it worth while to stur
He was one of the founders of National Independence w}
Woashington, Jefferson, and Franklin consulted.

Owen, like Paine, for protesting against Theology
obstruction to Humanity, suffered like penalty. From
the associate of the first men of his time, he had to app
working people to give effect to his views.

Mr. Owen was ready in public speech. Cambridge ¢
utterly prejudiced against him, were struck with th
of his bearing at the memorable meetings at the
London Tavern in 1817. After a lapse of fifty-
one of those present related that when Mr. Owen
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the religions of the world were wrong,” he thought him
beyond the rank of common men. He seemed to this hearer
to grow loftier in stature. The vast and various audience
listened as men breathless. Then they broke out into
tumultuous cheering at the courageous act of the speaker.
Indeed, I modify the terms in which that day has been spoken
of to me. Readers now would not understand the impression
made ; and for any purpose of persuasion it is useless to say
more than will scem probable to those addressed. Mr. Owen’s
reputation for great wealth, the munificence of his known gifts,
his personal sincerity, his high connections, the novelty of his
views,—all lent elements of popular interest to what he said
on subjects on which no gentleman, save he, ventured to say
anything. He had made himself the first Captain of Industry.
He had accomplished wonders never attempted before by any
manufacturer. Statesmen from every part of Europe had been
allured to New Lanark, and, for all any one knew, he might
be able to demonstrate what no statesman had deemed it
possible to compass.

The determination to make the formidable statement de-
scribed, at that particular time, his son relates, was come to
suddenly. Certain sectarian publications, seeing favourable
notices in the Times of his proceedings at his first and second
meeting in the London Tavern, began to call upon him to
make a declaration of his views on religion, which up to that
time he had withheld. Theological charges were made against
him.t He had, however, maintained a proud reticence. As
he enjoyed the personal respect of several eminent prelates—
for the best educated are always the most tolerant—Mr. Owen
could well afford to pass the lower sort by. As they were
capable of doing harm, Mr. Owen, who was brave and not
politic, defied them. It was the consciousness of this which
helped to move the wonder and enthusiasm of the densely

* His son, Robert Dale, relates that he was with him during his g,xami-
nation by a committee of the House of Commons, when he gave qvgdenoe
on the condition of the factory children, and heard Sir George Philips put

uestions to his father in an insolent tone as to his religious opinions.
%rougham. who was also on the committee, resented .thns lrrglevant
offensiveness, and moved that the cross-examination in question t!e
expunged from the record, and it was done. If, however, a gentleman’s
personal opinions could be attacked in a Parliamentary committee, the
reader can imagine what took place elsewhere.
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packed and excited audience, and of thousands outsich
in vain to obtain admission. ¢ What, my friends,” he
“ has hitherto retarded the advancement of your race tc
state of virtue and happiness? Who can answer that q
Who dares answer but with his life in his hand ?—a re
willing victim to the truth and to the emancipation
world from its long bondage of error, crime, and
Behold that victim! On this day ! in this hour ! eve
shall those bonds be burst asunder, never more to
while the world lasts!”

This enthusiasm and pluck, moved the admiration
those who approved, and those who dissented, frc
dangerous and impolitic speech. The consequences soc
home to him. He had friends too powerful for his li
in danger ; but those who could save his life could not
influence. And in after years, at public meetings
provinces, his life was often in jeopardy, and he was on
by the intrepidity of working men, who protected him
Times soon wheeled into line against him—the Cons
and influential classes deserted him. Only the Duke
and Lord Brougham stood by him to the end.x

From being a social reformer he had commenced
religious reformer. An ominous meeting in the Rot
Dublin in 1823 was fatal to his new world. Soc
its face against him, and the people were too poor 1
his ideas out. The father of Queen Victoria stood trt
said at one of Mr. Owen’s meetings, two years after
denounced all religions, “If I understand Mr.
principles, they lead him not to interfere to the injur
sect ; but he claims for himself that which he is so des
obtain for his fellow-creatures—¢religious liberty and
of conscience’; and these he contends for beca
experience compels him to conclude that these princi
now necessary to secure the well-being and good «
society.” This is excellently put, and is really wk
Owen meant. Being always a Theist, he was logi
error in denouncing “all religions.” His province
maintain, as the Duke of Kent puts it, “religious libc
freedom of conscience.”

* Vide Autobiography of Robert Dale Owen.
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In those alarmed days, when politicians and capitalists wer
as terrified as shopkeepers at Co-operation, Mr. Owen counte
nanced the discussion of a new question, which has strangely
passed out of the sight of history. Mr. James Mill ha
written in the “ Encyclopadia Britannica,” as Malthus hac
done before, that it was both desirable and profitable to limi
the families of the poor. Mill despised working people whe
crowded the labour market with their offspring, and then com.
plained of the lowness of wages and the want in their homes
Certainly a man or woman supplicating a relieving officer
treated as a burden on the parish, and advised to emigrate, a:
the needy shopkeeper assessed for poor-rates is, compelled tc
begrudge the flesh on their bones—is a humiliating business, sc
shocking and deplorable that those who come to it had bette:
never have been born. Any legitimate remedy which the wil
of man could devise having this object would seem purity anc
dignity by the side of this degradation. Community-maker
soon found that the inmates would come to certain ruin if the
houses were overrun with children, and they listened to the
Malthus and Mill warning. Mr. Owen, who always gave
heed to the philosophers, took steps to give effect to theil
advice. No man had a better right than he to invent the
maxim he was fond of using—*Truth without mystery,
mixture of error, or fear of man.” He was not able to obtain
truth free from error ; but he was, beyond question, free from
the fear of man.

This question concerned none save the poor,and he boldly
counselled them against supplying offspring to be ground up
alive in the mill of capital ; or be cast aside when the labour
market was glutted to fall into the hands of the constable or
the parish overseer. The subject was regarded by the public
then as the question of cremation was, which could never be
mentioned in jany periodical with tolerance. Cremation, tc
the surprise of everybody now —a question supposed to b«
innured with the ashes of Shelley—has become popular.

No notice of this curious episode in Mr. Owen’s life occurs
in the biographies of him which have appeared since his death.
Mr. Sargant has brought together a variety of facts which it
must have taken considerable research and cost to accumulate.
Though Mr. Sargant’s views are antagonistic, he never
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calumniates, although he often fails to judge accurately ; but
as he is never dull, never indecisive, and often right in the
opinion he forms, he is an instructive writer to those who
incline to the side of the innovators.

Mr. Dale Owen might have given the world an incomparable
life of his father, such as otherwise we are not likely to see.
He had opportunities which no man, save he, possessed. For a
period of half a century almost every man in Europe and
America engaged in any forlorn hope of progress had communi-
cations at one time or the other with Mr. Robert Owen.
Robert Dale published a work casting limited light on his
father’s career. His “Footfalls on the Boundary of Another
World ” reads as though it were written by a man who had
left this. He has apparently given us from scant notes twenty-
seven years of autobiography in ¢ Threading my Way,” which,
however, serves to show how curious and valuable a history of
his father it would be in his power to write.

That I take to be the manliest reverence which praises
within the limits of truth. The flatterer is either a knave who
intends to impose upon you, or a patron who intends to befool
you, or a coward who applauds because he has not the courage
té condemn you, or a weak-eyed man who can only see one
thing at a time. Those are wise who avoid the men who by
wholesale praise hide from a man what he should be and keep
him what he is. Prefer the man who blows hot and cold tc
him who blows all hot, because it is better to be invigorated
than to be stifled. Believing so, I speak frankly as well a
affectionately of Mr. Owen.

It is no part of my object to represent him other than
was. Though he was an amiable, he was, doubtless, at tir
a somewhat tiresome reformer. When he called a meet
together, those who attended never knew when they wo
separate. He was endowed with great natural capacity
understanding public affairs, and was accustomed to
practical and notable opinions upon questions quite apart
his own doctrines. His society was sought as that of a
who had the key of many State difficulties. Those know
of him who suppose that he owed his distinction to his 1
A man must be wise as well as wealthy to achiev
illustrious friendships which marked his career. F
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personally an air of natural nobility about him. He had, as

the Daily News said, “an instinct to rule and command.” In
youth and middle age he must have been an actor on the
political stage of no mean mark. He always spoke as “one
having authority.” He had a voice of great compass, thorough
self-possession, and becoming action. Like many other men,
he spoke much better than he wrote. When he was but
twenty years of age he applied to Mr. Drinkwater for a
responsible position. He was told “he was so young.”
“Yes,” answered Mr. Owen, “that used to be said of me
several years ago, but I did not expect to have it brought
against me now.” His boldness never deserted him. On one
occasion William Johnson Fox, the famous preacher and anti-
Corn Law orator, delivered a discourse in South Place Chapel
on Mr. Owen’s co-operative system. Some of his remarks
being founded on a manifest misconception of it, Mr. Owen,
who was present, rose before the final hymn was given out, and
addressed the congregation in a speech of great dignity and
propriety, and corrected the error of the orator. Though the
proceeding was most unusual, and would only have been
permitted in a place of worship where freedom of conscience
was not only maintained but conceded, Mr. Owen acquitted
himself so well that no one felt any sense of unseemliness in
what he did.r

Mr. Owen was an apostle, not a rhetorician. He never
looked all round his statements (as Mr. Cobden did) to see
where the ignorant might misconstrue them, or the enemy
could come up and pervert them. He said “man was the
creature of circumstances” for thirty years before he added
the important words, “acting previous to and after his birth.”
He had the fatal ideas of the New Testament that equality
was to be attained by granting to a community “all things in
common ” at the commencement. Whereas equality is the
result, not the beginning. You must start with inequality
and authority, steering steadily towards self-government and
the accumulation of the common gains, until independence is
secured to all. Mr. Owen looked upon men through the
spectacles of his own good-nature. He seldom took Lord

; man, once said to Mr
thou art very positive.”
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Brougham’s advice “to pick his men.” He never acted on
. the maxim that the working class are as jealous of each other
as the upper classes are of them. The resolution he displayed
as a manufacturer he was wanting in as a founder of com-
munities. Recognising his capacity as a manufacturer, even
Allen, his eminent Quaker partner, wrote to him, “ Robert
Owen, thou makest a bargain in a masterly manner!” Sir
John, then Dr. Bowring, said that the only time Jeremy
Bentham ever made money was when he was a partner
of Mr. Owen. No leader ever took so little care as
Mr. Owen in guarding his own reputation. He scarcely
protested when others attached his name to schemes which
were not his. The failure of Queenwood was not chargeable
to him. When his advice was not followed he would say :
“ Well, gentlemen, I tell you what you ought to do. You
differ from me. Carry out your own plans. Experience will
show you who is right.”” When the affair went wrong then
it was ascribed to him. Whatever failed under his name the
public inferred failed through him. Mr. Owen was a general
who never provided himself with a rear guard. While he
was fighting in the front ranks priests might come up and cut
off his commissariat. His own troops fell into pits against
which he had warned them. Yet he would write his next
dispatch without it occurring to him to mention his own
defeat, and he would return to his camp without missing his
army. Yet society is not so well served that it need hesitate
to forgive the omissions of its generous friends. To
Mr. Owen will be accorded the distinction of being a
philosopher who devoted himself to founding a Science of
Social Improvement—a philanthropist who gave his fortune to
advance it. Association, which was but casual before his day,
he converted into a policy and taught it as an art. He
substituted Co-operation for coercion in the conduct of
industry—the willing co-operation of intelligence certain of it
own reward, for sullen labour enforced by the necessity
subsistence, seldom to be relied on and never satisfied.
Southey, who was a competent judge of public men in
day, said : “I would class Owen in a triad as one of the th
men who have in this generation given an impulse to

moral world, Clarkson and Dr. Bell are the other
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They have seen the firstfruits of their harvest ; so, I think,
would Owen ere this, if he had not alarmed the better part of
the nation by proclaiming opinions upon the most momentous
of all subjects. Yet I admire the man; and readily admit
that his charity is a better plank than the faith of an intolerant
and bitter-minded bigot, who, as Warburton says, ¢counter-
works his Creator, makes God after man’s image, and chooses
the worst model he can find—himself.”” Mr. Owen had an
accessible manner and a friendly face. There was a charm
that those who approached him always found in his mind.
Great or low, each felt assured, as the poet puts it—

‘“ There can live no kaired in thine eye.”

The impression that Mr. Owen made upon workmen of his
time is best described by one who won for himself a distin-
guished name as a working-class poet—Ebenezer Elliott. In
an address to him, sent by trade-unionists of Sheffield in 1834,
Elliott says : “ You came among us as a rich man among the
poor and did not call us a rabble. This is a phenomenon new
to us. There was no sneer on your lips, no covert scorn in
your tone.” That this distinction struck Elliott shows us
how working men were then treated. It was in reply to this
address that Mr. Owen made a remark which is an axiom in
the best political Liberalism of these days. He said “ Injustice
is a great mistake.” He saw that it was not merely wrong,
wicked, malevolent, hateful ; he believed that injustice did not
answer in business—in fact, that it did not pay. This is
becoming understood now. Here and there we may hear a
wise employer say : “I cannot afford to pay my men badly.”
There are co-operative productive societies which have not
quite learned this yet. Indeed, it has taken a long time for
employers to see that the workman, like the inanimate tools
he uses, can only be efficient when made of good material, is
of good temper, and kept in good condition.

A society in Sheffield, which has never been a sentimental
place, bore the sentimental nam
tion Society.” Mr. Owen wa:
hours’ labour ; he being a very
thought impossible. The Sheff
the world could be regenerated
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Mr. Owen for an explanation. The document was written
by Ebenezer Elliott, and was a good specimen of his prose
style. It had this passage: “ Dr. Chalmers, though he bids
us die unmarried, does not really wish that the noble race of
Watt and Burns, Locke and Milton, should become extinct.
. + . William Cobbett, almost a great man, and once our only
champion [a phrase he afterwards used in his famous epitaph
on Cobbett 1], seems to be mystifying himself and trying to
mystify others on the all-important subject ; but we do not
call him either rogue or fool.” Elliott ended by saying that
the appropriate epitaph for the great communist’s tomb—when
he arrived at one—would be :—

“In the land of castes Owen;was a Man.”

When Mr. Owen first proposed to his partners to institute
educational arrangements at their works he admitted that
there might be loss. Bentham, Allen, and other or his
partners resolved to run the risk, which in the end led to great
fame and profit. When the partners who opposed the outlay
retired the Lanark Mills were brought to the hammer. They
depreciated the property, spreading about reports that Mr.
Owen had ruined it, and that the business was not worth
£40,000. They intended buying it themselves. But the
philanthropist had an eye to business, and sent his solicitor to
bid against them. The discontented partners bid in person,
and actually bid themselves upwards of £ 110,000 for property
they had declared worth /40,000 only. Mr. Owen bought
it for £114,000. They knew that it was worth greatly
more, and regretted all their days their folly and their loss.
They had prematurely invited a large party of friends to a
congratulation banquet on the day of the sale, and they had to
play the part of hosts without appetite or exhilaration to
guests unable to console them. When the news reached the
Lanark workmen that Mr. Owen was to be their future

* The reader may see that Elliott, when he came to write his epitaph
on Cobbett, must have recurred to this address. It was this :—

“ Qur friend, when other friend we’d none ;
QOur champion, when we had but one ;
Cursed by all knaves, beneath this sod
Bill Cobbett lies—a Man by God.”
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master the place was illuminated. When Mr. Owen and
his new partners went down the workpeople and inhabitants
for miles round went out to greet them with music. The
horses were ungeared and, amid the acclamations of thousands,
they were drawn in triumph into the town. Mr. Owen’s
Quaker partners with him were astounded. Never before
were followers of George Fox sharers in such a demonstration.
And few have been the employers who have been welcomed
back by their workpeople as Mr. Owen was. These facts
have had great influence in making employers genial and
considerate to persons in their mills, though none have
equalled the great founder of the system. These facts are
worth remembering by the new co-operative companies
continually forming, animated by the common notion that
niggardliness is economy and that shabbiness can bring
satisfaction.

Wesleyanism dotted the country with prayer-meetings—
Chartism covered it with conspiring groups of worldly-
awakened men—Socialism sought to teach industry power,
property its duty, and the working people how to struggle for
their improvement without anger or impatience. It was
Mr. Owen who was conspicuous in teaching them the golden
lesson of peace and progress. His heart was with that religion
which, though weak in creeds and collects, rendered humanity
service. No afluence corrupted him. When he saw gentle-
men of his acquaintance adding thousands to thousands and
acre to acre, and giving themselves up to the pride of family,
of title, of position, he himself plotted for the welfare of
mechanics and labourers. He found no satisfaction in the
splendour of courts so long as the hovel stood in sight. He
felt as Mr. Bright did who had a mightier power of expressing
the great aims which raise the stature of mankind, who said :
“[ do not care for military greatness or renown : I care for
the condition of the people among whom I live. . . . Crown,
coronet, mitres, military displays, pomp of war, wide colonies,
and a huge empire are in my view all trifles light as air, unless
with them you can have a fair share of comfort, conten
and happiness among the great body of the people.”
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CHAPTER VI

HIS APPEAL TO THE PEOPLE

“ There are some very earnest and benevolent persons who have never-
theless a hollow jingle in their goodness. They mistake their own
indifference for impartiality, and call upon men to renounce for
philanthropic purposes convictions which are as sincere, as salutary,
a_n% ofte;ll more important to public freedom than phila.ntfxropy itself.”

IT was the year 1825 which saw co-operative views—which
since 1812 had been addressed by Mr. Owen to the upper
classes—first taken up by the working class. In 1817, as the
reader has already seen, he declared “all the religions of the
world to be founded in error” ; he alarmed the bishops and
clergy, many of whom were in sympathy with his views, and
had themselves intermittent compassion for the working class.
For twenty-three years their wrath endured. In 1840
Mr. William Pare, one of the earliest and ablest of Mr.
Owen’s disciples, was compelled to resign the office he held
of Registrar of births, deaths, and marriages in Birmingham,
in consequence of its being made known to the Bishop of
Exeter that Mr. Pare sympathised with Mr. Owen’s views.

Many of Mr. Owen’s difficulties with theologians arose
through their not understanding him, and through Mr. Owen
not understanding that they did not understand him. Hi
followers were fond of quoting the lines :—

“ For modes of faith let graceless zealots ﬁﬁ?:
His can’t be wrong whose life is in the right.”

It is not at all clear that a man has a fair chance ot ge
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his life right while his creed is wrong. With all men creed
has a great deal to do with conduct. Pope’s lines are the
doctrine of a latitudinarian without a conscience. But the
argument of Pope imposed on Mr. Owen, as it has done on
other excellent men. Mr. Owen was not himself indifferent
to conviction. His own conviction about the religion of
humanity was so strong that he paid no heed to any opinions
which contradicted it. An innovator may point out the
errors and mischiefs of a popular faith; but he can never
command respect from adversaries unless he makes himself
master of their case and does justice to the equal honesty of
those sincerely opposed to him. Meaning nothing offensive
by it, Owen often displayed the common insolence of philo-
sophers—the insolence of pity. It is irritating and uninstruc-
tive to earnest men to be looked down upon with compassion
on account of convictions acquired with anxiety and many
sacrifices.

“It is not our object,” at other times Owen used to say,
“to attack that which is false, but to make clear that which is
true. Explaining that which is true convinces the judgment
when the mind possesses full and deliberate powers of judging.”
The creed of Co-operation was that the people should mean
well, work well, secure to themselves the results of their
labour, and neither beg, nor borrow, nor steal, nor annoy.
Owen inconsistently denied men’s responsibility for their
belief, and then said the new system did not contravene
religion. As religion was then understood it did.

In 1837 Mr. Owen, in his discussion with the Rev. J. H.
Roebuck, at Manchester, said “he was compelled to believe
that all the religions of the world were so many geographical
insanities.” It was foolishness in followers to represent, as did
John Finch and Minter Morgan, that their views were those
of “true Christianity.” Their business was simply to contend
that their views were morally true, and relevant to the needs or
the day, and rest there. Neither to attack Christianity nor
weakly attempt to reconcile social views to it would have been
a self-defensive and self-respecting policy.

Mr. Owen’s theory of the motives or conduct was one
which could only commend itself to persons of considerable
independence of thought—who were then a small minority,
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To incite men to action he relied on four considerations,
namely, that what he proposed was :—

1. True; 2. Right; 3. Humane; 4. Useful.

It was understood very early® that Co-operation was
proposed as a system of universal industry, equality of privi-
leges, and the equal distribution of the new wealth created.
This was an alarming programme to most persons, except
the poor. Many did not like the prospects of “universal
industry.” The “ distribution of wealth” in any sense did not
at all meet the views of others, and “ equality of privilege ”
was less valued.

Mr. Owen determined upon committing his schemes to the
hands of the people, for whom he always cared, and sought to
serve. Yet, politically, he was not well fitted to succeed with
them. Cobden said Lord Palmerston had no prejudices—not
even in favour of the truth. Mr. Owen had no political
principles—not even in favour of liberty. His doctrine was
that of the poet :—

“For modes of government let fools contest,
That which is best administered is best ”

—a doctrine which has no other ideal than that of a benevolent
despotism, and has no regard for the individual life and self-
government ot the people. Mr. Owen was no conscious
agent of the adversaries of political rights. He simply did
not think rights of any great consequence one way or the
other. There never wasany question among Liberal politicians
as to the personal sincerity of Mr. Owen. Jeremy Bentham,
James Mill, Francis Place were his personal friends, who were
both social and political reformers, and valued Mr. Owen
greatly in his own department, which was social alone.2
The French social reformers, from Fourier to Comte, have
held the same treacherous tone with regard to political freedom.
Albert Brisbane, who published the “Social Destiny of Man,’

* Co-operative Miscellany, No. 2, 1830.

2 In his account of the Shakers in the Ecomomist of June 2, 1821,
Mudie said, “ They never meddle with public affairs—not even votir
an election,” and described as “a few singularities " this base abar
ment of the country to whomsoever might bestride it—to patriot-
might care for it, or knaves who might despoil it of honour or fre
while the unheeding Shakers took care of their petty conscienc
comfort.
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himself a determined Fourierite, announced on his title-page,
“Our evils are social not political ”—giving a clean bill of
health to all the knaves who by political machination diverted
or appropriated the resources of the people. “Our most
enlightened men,” he contemptuously wrote, “are seeking in
paltry political measures and administrative reforms for means
of doing away with social misery.” Tamisier more wisely
wrote when he said, “Political order has alone been the
object of study, while the industrial order has been neglected.”
Because social life had been neglected for politics, it did not
follow that political life was to be neglected for social. This
was merely reaction, not sense.

Another dangerous distich then popular with social reformers
was the well-known lines Tory Dr. Johnson put into a poem
of Goldsmith :—

* How small of all that haman hearts endure
That part which laws or kings can cause or cure.”

Goldsmith knew nothing of political science. The cultivated,
generous-hearted, sentimental piper was great in his way. He
foresaw not England made lean and hungry by corn laws ; or
Ireland depopulated by iniquitous laws; or France enervated
and cast into the dust by despotism; but social reformers of
Mr. Owen’s day had means of knowing better. It was not
their ignorance so much as their ardour that misled them.
The inspiration of a new and neglected subject was upon
them, and they thought it destined to absorb and supersede
every other. The error cost them the confidence of the
best men of thought and action around them for many
years.

Mr. Owen’s own account of the way in which he sought
to enlist the sympathies of the Tories of his time with his
schemes is instructive. They were, as despotic rulers always
are, ready to occupy the people with social ideas, in the hope
that they will leave political affairs to them. How little the
Conservatives were likely to give effect to views of sound
education for the people, irrespective of religious or political
opinion, we of to-day know very well.

“I have,” says Mr. Owen, “attempted two decisive
measures for the general improvement of the population.
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The one was a good and liberal education for all the poor,
without exception on account of their religious or political
principles ; to be conducted under a board of sixteen com-
missioners, to be chosen by Parliament, eight to be of the
Church of England and the remainder from the other sects, in
proportion to their numbers, the education to be useful and
liberal. This measure was supported, and greatly desired, by
the members of Lord Liverpool’s administration ; and con-
siderable progress was made in the preliminary measures
previous to its being brought into Parliament. It was very
generally supported by leading members of the aristocracy.
It was opposed, however, and, after some deliberation, stopped
in its progress by Dr. Randolph, Bishop of London, and by
Mr. Whitbread. But the Archbishop of Canterbury, and
several other dignitaries of the Church, were favourable to it.
The declared opposition, however, of the Bishop of London
and of Mr. Whitbread, who it was expected would prevail
upon his party to oppose the measure, induced Lord Liverpool
and his friends—who, I believe, sincerely wished to give the
people a useful and liberal education—to defer the subject to a
more favourable opportunity.

“The next measure was to promote the amelioration of the
condition of the productive classes by the adoption of superior
arrangements to instruct and employ them. I had several
interviews with Lord Liverpool, Mr. Canning, and other
members of the Government, to explain to them the outlines
of the practical measures which I proposed. They referred
the examination of the more detailed measures to Lord
Sidmouth, the Secretary of State for the Home Department,
and I had many interviews and communications with him
upon these subjects.

“I became satisfied that if they had possessed sufficient
power over public opinion they would have adopted measures
to prevent the population from experiencing poverty anc
misery ; but they were opposed by the then powerful party
of the political economists.

“The principles which I have long advocated were su’
mitted for their consideration, and at their request they w'
at first printed but not published. They were sent, by
permission of the Government, to all the Government
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Europe and America; and upon examination by statesmen
and learned men of the Continent were found to contain no
evil, but simple facts and legitimate deductions. In one of my
last interviews with Lord Sidmouth, he said : ¢ Mr. Owen, I
am authorised by the Government to state to you that we
admit the principles you advocate to be true, and that if
they were fairly applied to practice they would be most
beneficial ; but we find the public do not yet understand
them, and they are therefore not prepared to act upon them.
When public opinion shall be sufficiently enlightened to
comprehend and to act upon them we shall be ready and
willing to acknowledge their truth and to act in conformity
with them. We know we are acting upon erroneous prin-
ciples; but we are compelled to do so from the force of
public opinion, which is so strongly in favour of old-
established political institutions” To a statement so candid
I could only reply, ¢ Then it becomes my duty to endeavour
to enlighten the people and to create a new public opinion.””
If Lord Sidmouth believed what he said, in the sense in which
Mr. Owen understood him, he dexterously concealed, in all
his public acts and speeches, his convictions from the
world.

It was happily no easy thing even for Mr. Owen to win
the confidence of the working-class politicians. They honour-
ably refused to barter freedom for comfort, much as they
needed an increase of physical benefits. We had lately a
curiously-devised Social and Conservative Confederation, the
work of Mr. Scott-Russell, in which the great leaders of the
party always opposed to political amelioration were to lead
the working class to the attainment of great social advantages,
and put them “out in the open,” as Sir John Packington said,
in some wonderful way. Several well-known working-class
leaders, some of whom did not understand what political con-
viction implied, and others who believed they could accept this
advance without political compromise, entered into it. There
were others, as Robert Applegarth, who felt that it was futile
to put their trust in political adversaries to carry out their social
schemes and then vote against them at elections, and so deprive
their chosen friends of the power of serving them. Twelve

* British Co-operator, p. 154
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names of noblemen, the chief Conservatives in office, were
given as ready to act as the leaders of the new party. Mr.
Robert Applegarth caused the names to be published, when
every one of them wrote to the papers, denying any authority
for connecting them with the project.

Mr. Owen’s early followers were looked upon with distrust
by the Radical party, although he numbered among his active
disciples invincible adherents of that school ; but they saw in
Mr. Owen’s views a means of realising social benefits in which
they, though Radicals, were also interested. Mr. Owen looked
on Radicals and Conservatives alike as instruments of realising
his views. He appealed to both parties in Parliament with the
same confidence to place their names upon his committee. He
went one day with Mrs. Fry to see the prisoners in Newgate.
The boys were mustered at Mrs. Fry’s request for his in-
spection. Mr. Owen published in the newspapers what he
thought of the sight he beheld. He exclaimed : «“ A collection
of boys and youths, with scarcely the appearance of human
beings in their countenances ; the most evident sign that the
Government to which they belong had not performed any part
of its duty towards them. For instance : there was one boy,
only sixteen years of age, double ironed ! Here a great crime
had been committed and a severe punishment is inflicted,
which under a system of proper training and prevention would
not have taken place. My Lord Sidmouth will forgive me,
for he knows I intend no personal offence. His dispositions
are known to be mild and amiablez; but the chief civil
magistrate of the country, in such case, is far more guilty than
the boy ; and in strict justice, if a system of coercion and
punishment be rational and necessary, he ought rather to
have been double ironed and in the place of the juvenile
prisoner.”

When Mr. Owen applied personally to Lord Liverpool,
then Prime Minister, for permission to place his name with
the leading names of members of the Opposition, to investi-
gate his communistic plans, Lord Liverpool answered : ¢ Mr.
Owen, you have liberty to do so. You may make use ¢
our names in any way you choose for the objects you ha
in view, short of committing us as an administration.” 7

* Had this been true, his name would not have been hateful to this
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next day Mr. Owen held a public meeting. “ I proposed,”
Mr. Owen has related, “ that these important subjects should
be submitted for consideration to the leading members of the
administration and of the Opposition ; and for several hours
it was the evident wish of three-fourths of the meeting that
this question should be carried in the affirmative. But as it
was supposed by the Radical reformers of that day that I was
acting for and with the ministry, they collected all their
strength to oppose my measures; and finding they were
greatly in the minority, they determined to prolong the
meeting by opposing speeches, until the patience of the friends
of the measure should be worn out. Accordingly, the late
Major Cartwright, Mr. Alderman Waithman, Mr. Hunt,
Mr. Hone, and others, spoke against time, until the principal
parties retired, and until my misguided opponents could bring
up their numerous supporters among the working classes, who
were expected to arrive after they had finished their daily
occupations ; and at a late hour in the day the room became
occupied by many of the friends and supporters of those gentle-
men, who well knew how to obtain their object at public
meetings by throwing it into confusion.”* The wonderful
committee Mr. Owen proposed comprised all the chief public
men of the day, who never had acted together on any question,
and unless the millennium had really arrived—of which there
was no evidence before the meeting—it was not likely that
they would. This was the resolution submitted to the
meeting : “That the following noblemen and gentlemen be
appointed on the committee, with power to add to their
number :—

The First Lord of the Treasury.

The Lord Chancellor.
Sir Robert Peel, the Secretary of

The Duke of Sussex.
The Duke of Richmond.
The Earl of Winchelsea.

State.
Sir George Murray.
Sir Henry Hardinge.
The Chancellor of the Exchequer.
The Attorney and Solicitor General.
The Master of the Mint.
The Secretary of War.
The President of the Board of
Trade.
The First Loc¢

The Earl of Harewood.

The Marquis of Lansdowne.

Lords Grosvenor and Holland.
Lord Eldon.

Lord Sidmouth.

Lord Radnor.

Lord Carnarvon. [York.
The Archbishops of Canterbury and
The Bishops of London and Peter-
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Deans of Westminster and York. Mr. O'Connell.
Cardinal Wild and Dr. Croly. Mr. Charles Grant.
William Allen and Joseph Foster. Mr. Wilmot Horton.
Mr. Rothschild and Mr. J. L. Gold-  Mr. Huskisson.

smid. Lord Palmerston.
Lord Althorp. Mr. J. Smith.
Mr. Bg;il;:n. Lord Nugent.
Sir {-I 8 The Hon. G. Stanley.
Sir Henry Parnell. Lord Milton.
Mr. Spring Rice. Sir R. Inglish.
Lord John Russell. Sir Francis Burdett.
Sir John Newport. Mr. William Smith.
Sir James Mackintosh. Mr. Warburton.
Mr. Denman. Mr. Hobhouse.
Mr. Alexander Baring. Dr. Birkbeck.
Mr. Hume. Mr. Owen.”

There was this merit belonging to the proposal, that such
an amazing committee was never thought possible by any
other human being than Mr. Owen. Ministers were to
forsake the Cabinet Councils, prelates the Church, judges the
courts ; the business of army, navy, and Parliament was to be
suspended, while men who did not know each other, and who
not only had no principles in common, but did not want to
have, sat down with heretics, revolutionists, and Quakers,
to confer as to the adoption of a system by which they were
all to be superseded. It was quite needless in Major Cart-
wright and Alderman Waithman to oppose the mad motion,
such a committee would never have met.

Mr. Owen was never diverted, but went on with his
appeal to the people. He had the distinction of being the
gentleman of his time who had earned great wealth by his
own industry, and yet spent it without stint in the service
of the public. It is amusing to see the reverence with which
the sons of equality regarded him because he was rich. His
name was printed in publications with all the distinction of
italics and capitals as the Great Philanthropist OWEN ; and
there are disciples of his who long regarded the greatness
of Co-operation as a tame, timid, and lingering introduction
to the system of the great master whom they still cite as
a sort of sacred name. It was a very subdued way of speaking
of him to find him described as the ¢ Benevolent Founder
of our Social Views.”

Long years after he had “retired from public life” his
activity far exceeded that of most people who were in it, as
a few dates of Mr. Owen’s movements will show. On
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July 10, 1838, he left London for Wisbech. On the three
next nights he lectured in Lynn, the two following nights
in Peterborough. On the next night at Wisbech again.
The next night he was again in Peterborough, where, after
a late discussion, he left at midnight with Mr. James Hill, the
editor of the Star in the East, in an open carriage, which did
not arrive at Wisbeach till half-past two. He was up before
five o’clock the same morning, left before six for Lynn, to
catch the coach for Norwich at eight. After seeing deputa-
tions from Yarmouth he lectured in St. Andrew’s Hall at night
and the following night, and lectured five nights more in
succession at March, Wisbech, and Boston. It was his
activity and his ready expenditure which gave ascendancy
to the social agitation, both in England and America, from
1820 to 1844.

Robert Owen died in his 88th year, on the 17th of November,
1858, at Newtown, Montgomeryshire—the place of his birth,
His wish was to die in the house and in the bedroom in which
he was born. But Mr. David Thomas, the occupant of the
house, was unable so to arrange. Mr. Owen went to the
Bear’s Head Hotel, quite near, and since rebuilt. He was
buried in the grave of his father in the spacious ground of the
Church of St. Mary. Mr. David Thomas and Mr. James
Digby walked at the head of the bearers. The mourners
were :—

Mr. George Owen Davies. Mr. Robert Dale Owen.
Mr. William Cox. Mr. William Pare.

Mr. W. H. Ashurst. Col. H. Clinton.

Mr. Edward Truelove. Mr. G. ]J. Holyoake.
Mr. Francis Pears. Mr. Rol Cooper.

Mr. William Jones. Mr. Law.

Mr. George win, Mr. Pryce Jones.

There was quite an honouring procession—the Rev. John
Edwards, M.A., who read the burial service, medical gentle-
men, magistrates, Mr. Owen’s literary executors, deputations
of three local societies, and, very appropriately, twelve infant
school children—seeing that Mr. Owen was the founder of
infant schools,

After the funeral, Mr. Robert Dale Owen came into the
hall of the “Bear’s Head” with a parting gift to me of the Life
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of his father, in which he had inscribed his name and mine.
While paying my account at the office window, I placed them
on a table near me, but on turning to enter the London coach
with other visitors I found the books were gone. Though
I at once made known my loss, nothing more was heard of
them until forty-four years later, July 24, 1902, when a large
delegation of co-operators from England and Scotland assembled
to witness the unveiling of the handsome screen erected by
them, to surround the tomb of Mr. Owen, on which occasion
I delivered the following address :—

We come not “to bury Cesar "—but to praise him. It
is now recorded in historic pages that “ Robert Owen was
the most conspicuous figure in the early part of the last
century.”2 We are here at the commencement of another
century to make the first commemoration that national grati-
tude has accorded him.

Being the last of the “Social Missionaries” appointed in
1841 to advocate Mr. Owen’s famous “New Views of
Society,” and being the only survivor of his disciples who,
forty-four years ago, laid his honoured bones in the grave
before us, the distinction has been accorded to me of unveiling
this Memorial. As the contemporaries of a public man are
the best witnesses of his influence, or his eminence, we may
recall that Southey described him as “one of the three great
moral forces” of his day. There is a rarity in that praise, for
there are still a hundred men of force to one of “moral”
force.

Do we meet here to crown the career of a man unremark-
able in the kingdom of thought, or without the genius of
success? It is for us to answer these questions. It is sa’
by parrot-minded critics that Owen was “a man of one ide
whereas he was 2 man of more ideas than any public o
England knew in his day. He shared and befriended ewv:
new conception of moment and promise, in science, in ed'
tion, and government. His mind was hospitable to all prc

* The mistress of a shop in Newtown where pledges were t
hearing my name among the arrivals, and remembering she h
it on the title-page of a book in her possession, kindly sent me w
she would have pleasure in restoring it to me, which she did.

* “ Robert Owen,” by Leslie Stephen, Nat. Dict. Biog.
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of progress ; and he himself contributed more original ideas for
the conduct of public affairs than any other thinker of his
generation. It was not the opulence of his philanthropy, but
the versatility of his ideas and interests, which led members
of our Royal Family to preside at public meetings for him,
brought monarchs to his table, and gave him the friendship
of statesmen, of men of science and philosophy, throughout
Europe and America. No other man ever knew so many
contemporaries of renown,

Because some of his projects were so far reaching that they
required a century to mature them, onlookers who expected
them to be perfected at once, say he “failed in whatever he
proposed.” While the truth is he succeeded in more things
than any other man ever undertook. If he made more
promises than he fulfilled, he fulfilled more than any other
public man ever made. Thus, he was not a man of “one
idea” but of many, Nor did his projects fail. The only
social community for which he was responsible was that of
New Harmony, in Indiana ; which broke up through his too
great trust in uneducated humanity—a fault which only the
generous commit. The communities of Motherwell and
Orbiston, of Manea, Fen, and Queenwood in Hampshire were
all undertaken without his authority, and despite his warning
of the inadequacy of the means for success. They failed, as he
predicted they would. Critics, skilled in coming to conclusions
without knowing the facts, impute these failures to him.

The Labour Exchange was not Mr. Owen’s idea, but he
adopted it, and by doing so made it so successful that it was
killed by the cupidity of those who coveted its profits. He
maintained—when nobody believed it—that employers who did
most for the welfare of their workpeople, would be the greatest
gainers.  Owen did so, and made a fortune by it. Was not
that success ?

A co-operative store was a mere detail of his factory
management. Now they overrun the world. Have they
not succeeded? We Co-operators can answer for that.

He bought and worked up the first bale of cotton imported
into England, thus practically founding the foreign cotton trade.
Will any one say that has not answered ?

He was the first to advocate that eight hours a day in the

VOL. I 6
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workshop was best for industrial efficiency. The best employers
in the land are now of that opinion. He did not fail there.

Who can tell the horrors of industry which children suffered
in factories at the beginning of the last century? Were not
the Factory Acts acts of mercy ! The country owed them to
Robert Owen’s inspiration. They saved the whole race of
workers from physical deterioration. Were these Acts failures ?
Millions of children have passed through factories since Owen’s
day, who, if they knew it (and their parents, too) have reason
to bless his name.

He was the first who looked with practical intent into the
kingdom of the unborn. He saw that posterity—the silent but
inevitable master of us all—if left untrained may efface the
triumphs, or dishonour, or destroy the great traditions of our
race. He put infant schools into the mind of the world. Have
they been failures ?

He, when it secemed impossible to any one else, proposed
national education for which now all the sects contend. Has
that proposal been a failure? In 1871, when the centenary of
Owen’s birth came round, we asked Prof. Huxley to take the
chair. He wrote, in the midst of the struggle for the School
Board Bill, saying: “It is my duty to take part in the
attempt which the country is now making, to carry into effect
some of Robert Owen’s most ardently-cherished schemes. I
think that every one who is compelled to look closely into the
problem of popular education must be led to Owen’s conclusions
that the infants’ school is, so to speak, the key of the position.
Robert Owen,” Huxley says, “ discerned this great fact, and
had the courage and patience to work out his theory into a
practical reality. That” (Huxley declares) “is his claim—if
he had no other—to the enduring gratitude of the people.”

Huxley knew that Owen was not a sentimental, speculative,
or barren reformer. He was for submitting every plan to
experiment before advising it. He carried no dagger in his
mouth, as many reformers have done. He cared for no cause
that reason could not win. There never was a more cautious
innovator, a more practical dreamer, or a more reasoning
revolutionist.

Whatever he commended he supported with his purse. It
was this that won for him confidence and trust, given to no
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compeer of his time. When 80,000 working men marched
from Copenhagen Fields to petition the Government to release
the Dorchester labourers, it was Mr. Owen they asked to go
with them at their head.

It was he who first taught the people the then strange truth
that Causation was the law of nature on the mind, and unless
we looked for the cause of an evil we might never know the
remedy. Every man of sense in Church and State acts on this
truth now, but so few knew it in Owen’s day that he was
accused of unsettling the morality of the world. It was the
fertility and newness of his suggestions, as a man of affairs, that
gave him renown, and his influence extends to us. This
Memorial before us would itself grow old were we to stay to
describe all the ideas the world has accepted from Owen. I
will name but one more, and that the greatest.

He saw, as no man before him did, that environment is the
maker of men. Aristotle, whose praise is in all our Universities,
said “ Character is Destiny.” But how can character be made?
The only national way known in Owen’s day was by prayer
and precept. Owen said there were material means, largely
unused, conducive to human improvement. Browning’s prayer
was—% Make no more giants, God ; but elevate the race at
once.” This was Owen’s aim, as far as human means might
do it. Great change can only be effected by unity. But—

“Union without knowledge is useless ;
Knowledge without union is powerless.”

Then what is the right knowledge ! Owen said it consisted
in knowing that people came into the world without any
intention of doing it; and often with limited capacities, and
with disadvantages of person, and with instinctive tendencies
which impel them against their will, disqualifications which
they did not give themselves. He was the first philosopher who
changed repugnance into compassion, and taught us to treat
defects of others with sympathy instead of contempt, and to
remedy their deficiency, as far as we can, by creating for them
amending conditions. Dislike dies in the heart of those who
understand this, and the spirit of unity arises. Thus instructed
good-will becomes the hand-maid of Co-operation,and Co-opera-
tion is the only available power of industry. Since error arises

[N
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. more from ignorance of facts than from defect of goodness, the
reformer with education at command, knows no despair of the
betterment of men. This was the angerless philosophy of
Owen, which inspired him with a forbearance that never
failed him, and gave him that regnant manner which charmed
all who met him. We shall see what his doctrine of environ-
ment has done for society, if we notice what it began to do in
his day, and  what it has done since.

Men perished by battle, by tempest, by pestilence. Faith
might comfort, but it did not save them. In every town nests
of pestilence coexisted with the Churches, which were concerned
alone with worship. Disease was unchecked by devotion.
Then Owen asked, “Might not safety come by improved
material condition ?”” As the prayer of hope brought no reply,
as the scream of agony, if heard, was unanswered, as the priest,
with the holiest intent, brought no deliverance, it seemed
prudent to try the philosopher and the physician.

Then Corn Laws were repealed, because prayers fed nobody.
Then parks were multiplied, because fresh air was found
to be a condition of health. Alleys and courts were first
abolished, since deadly diseases were bred there. Streets were
widened, that towns might be ventilated. Hours of labour were
shortened, since exhaustion means liability to epidemic con-
tagion. Recreation was encouraged, as change and rest mean
life and strength. Temperance—thought of as self-denial—
was found to be a necessity, as excess of any kind in diet, or
labour, or pleasure means premature death. Those who took
dwellings began to look, not only to drainage and ventilation,
but to the ways of their near neighbours, as the most pious
family may poison the air you breathe unless they have sanitary
habits.

Thus, thanks to the doctrine of national environment which
Owen was the first to preach—Knowledge is greater ; Life is
longer ; Health issurer ; Disease is limited ; Towns are sweeter;
Hours of labour are shorter ; Men are stronger ; Women are
fairer ; Children are happier ; Industry is held in more honour,
and is better rewarded ; Co-operation carries wholesome food
and increased income into a million homes where they were
unknown before, and has brought us nearer and nearer to that
state of society which Owen strove to create—in which it sh%
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be impossible for men to be depraved or poor. Thus we
justify ourselves for erecting this Memorial to his memory,
which I am about to unveil.

The town haserected a Public Library opposite the house in
which Mr. Owen was born, to which the Co-operators
subscribed £1,000. One part of the Library bears the name
of Owen’s Wing.
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CHAPTER VII
THE ENTHUSIASTIC PERIOD. 1820-1830

“Then felt I like some watcher of the skies,

When a new planet swims into his ken ;

Or like stout Cortez, when with eagle eyes

He stared on the Pacific; and his men

Look’d at each other with a wild surmise,

Silent upon a peak in Darien.”—KERaATS.
Tae enchanted wonder which Keats describes on first finding
in Chapman’s Homer the vigorous Greek texture of the great
bard, was akin to that “ wild surmise ” with which the despair-
ing sons of industry first gazed on that new world of Co-
operation then made clear to their view.

To the social reformers the world itself seemed moving in
the direction of social colonies. Not only was America under
way for the millennium of co-operative life—even prosaic,
calculating, utilitarian Scotland was setting sail. France had
put out to sea years before under Commander Fourier. A
letter arrived from Brussels, bearing date October 2, 1825,
addressed to the “Gentlemen of the London Co-operative
Society,” telling them that the Permanent Committee of the
Society of Beneficence had colonial establishments at Wortzel
and at Murxplus Ryckewvorsel, in the province of Antwerp,
where 725 farmhouses were already built; that 76 were
inhabited by free colonists ; and that they had a contract with
the Government for the suppression of mendicants, and had
already 455 of those interesting creatures collected from the
various regions of beggardom in a depdt, where 1,000 could
be accommodated. No wonder there was exultation in Red
Lion Square when the slow-moving, dreamy-eyed, much-
smoking Dutch were spreading their old-fashioned canvas in
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search of the new world. From 1820 to 1830 Co-operation
and communities were regarded by the thinking classes as a
religion of industry. Communities, the form which the religion
of industry was to take, were from 1825 to 1830 as common
and almost as frequently announced as joint-stock companies
now. In 1826 April brought news that proposals were issued
for establishing a community near Exeter—to be called the
Devon and Exeter Co-operative Society. Gentlemen of good
family and local repute, who were not, as some are now, afraid
to look at a community through one of Lord Rosse’s long-
range telescopes, gave open aid to the proposal. Two public
meetings were held in May, at the Swan Tavern. The Hon.
Lionel Dawson presided on both occasions. Such was the
enthusiasm about the new system that more than four hundred
persons were willing to come forward with sums of [5 to
£10; one hundred others were prepared to take shares at
£25 each; and two or three promised aid to the extent of
£2,000. Meetings in favour of this project were held at
Tiverton, and in the Mansion House, Bridgewater. The zeal
was real and did not delay. In July the promoters bought thirty-
seven acres of land within seven miles of Exeter. A gardener, a
carpenter, a quarrier (there being a stone quarry on the estate),
a drainer, a well-sinker, a clay temperer, and a moulder were
at once set to work.

The Metropolitan Co-operative Society, not to be behind
when the provinces were going forward, put forth a plan for
establishing a community within fifty miles of London. Shares
were taken up and £4,000 subscribed in 1826. There was a
wise fear of prematurity of proceeding shown, and there was
also an infatuation of confidence exhibited in many ways.
However, the society soberly put out an advertisement to
landowners, saying, “ Wanted to rent, with a view to purchase,
or on a long lease, from 500 to 2,000 acres of good land, in
one or several contiguous farms; the distance from London
not material if the offer is eligible.” Information was to be
sent to Mr. J. Corss, Red Lion Square. Four years earlier
Scotland, a country not at all prone to Utopian projects not
likely to pay, entertained the idea of community before
Orbiston was named. The Economist announced that the
subscriptions for the formation of one of the new villages at
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Motherwell, though the public had not been appealed to,
amounted to £20,000.F

Eighteen hundred and twenty-six was a famous year for
communistic projects. A Dublin Co-operative Society was
formed on the 28th of February, at a meeting held at the
Freemasons’ Tavern, Dawson Street, Dublin. Captain O’Brien,
R.N., occupied the chair. The Dublin Co-operative Society
invited Lord Cloncurry to dine with them. His lordship
wrote to say that he was more fully convinced than he was
four years ago, of the great advantage it would be to Ireland
to establish co-operative villages on Mr. Owen’s plan, and
spoke of Mr. Owen in curious terms as the “benevolent
and highly-respectable Owen.” This was nine years after
Mr. Owen had astounded mankind by his London declaration
“against all the religions of the world.” 2

Two years before the Economist appeared, as the first serial
advocate of Co-operation, pamphleteers were in the field on
behalf of social improvement. Mr. Owen certainly had the
distinction of inspiring many writers. One “ Philanthropos ”
published in 1819 a powerful pamphlet on the *Practicability
of Mr. Owen’s plan to improve the condition of the lower
classes.” It was inscribed to William Wilberforce (father of
the Bishop of Winchester), whom the writer considered to
be ‘“intimately associated with every subject involving the
welfare of mankind,” and who “regarded political measures
abstractedly from the individuals with whom they originated.”
Mr. Wilberforce, he said, had shown that ¢ Christianity steps
beyond the narrow bound of national advantage in quest of
universal good, and does not prompt us to love our country at
the expense of our integrity.” 3

The Economist was concluded in January, 1822. It was
of the small magazine size, and was the neatest and most
business-looking journal issued in connection with Co-operation
for many years. After the 32nd number the quality and
taste of the printing fell off—some irregularity in its issue
occurred. Its conductor explained in the §1st number that
its printing had been put into the hands of the Co-operative

* Economist. No. 27, July, 1821.
2 Co-operative Maiazine, 1826, p. 147.
3 These were Bishop Watson’s words adopted by ¢ Philanthropos.”
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and Economical Society, “and that it would continue to be
regularly executed by them.” After the §2nd number the
Economist was discontinued, without any explanation being
given. It was bound in two volumes, and sold at 7s. each
in boards. Many numbers purported to be “published every
Saturday morning by Mr. Wright, bookseller, No. 46, Fleet
Street, London, where the trade and newsmen may be supplied,
and where orders, communications to the editor, post paid, are
respectfully requested to be addressed.” Early numbers bore
the name of G. Auld, Greville Street. With No. 22 the
names appear of J.and C. Adlard, Bartholomew Close. With
No. 32 the imprint is “G. Mudie, printer”—no address.
After No. §1 the intimation is—“Printed at the Central
House of the Co-operative and Economical Society, No. 1,
Guilford Street East, Spafields.”

Twelve years later, when the Gazette of the Exchange Bazaars
was started, a fly-leaf was issued, which stated, “This work
will be conducted by the individual who founded the first of
the co-operative societies in London, 1820, and who edited
the Economist, in 1821-22, the Political Economist and Universal
Philanthropist, in 1823, the Advocate of the Working Classes, in
1826-27 ; and who has besides lectured upon the principles
to be discussed in the foithcoming publication (The Exchange
Bazaars Gazette), in various parts of Great Britain. He enters
on his undertaking, therefore, after having been prepared for
his task by previous and long-continued researches.” Mr.
Owen never thought much of co-operative societies, regarding
grocers’ shops as ignominious substitutes for the reconstruc-
tion of the world.

The dedication of the Economist was as follows:—

“To Mr. John Maxwell, Lord Archibald Hamilton, Sir
William de Crespigny, Bart,, Mr. Dawson, Mr. Henry
Brougham, Mr. H. Gurney, and Mr. William Smith, the
philanthropic members of the House of Commons, who, on
the motion of Mr. Maxwell, on the 26th of June, 1821, for
an address to the throne, praying that a commission might be
appointed to investigate Mr. Owen’s system, had the courage
and consistency to make the motion ; this volume is inscribed
in testimony of heartfelt respect and gratitude by THE
EcoNomisT.”




74 HISTORY OF CO-OPERATION &

The earliest name of literary note connected with Co-
operation was that of Mr. Willam Thompson. He was
an abler man than John Gray. Though an Irishman, he was
singularly dispassionate. He possessed fortune and studious
habits. He resided some years with Jeremy Bentham, and
the methodical arrangement of his chief work, the ¢ Distribu-
tion of Wealth,” betrays Bentham’s literary influence. This
work was written in 1822. In 1825 he published “An Appeal
of one-half the human race—Women—against the pretensions
of the other half—Men.” It was a reply to James Mill—to a
paragraph in his famous “Article on Government.,” Mr.
Thompson issued, in 1827, ¢ Labour Rewarded,” in which
he explained the possibility of conciliating the claims of labour
and capital and securing to workmen the “ whole products of
their exertions.” This last work consisted of business-like
“Directions for the Establishment of Co-operative Com-
munities.” These “directions” were accompanied by elaborate
plans and tables. A moderate number of pioneers might,
with that book in their hand, found a colony or begin a new
world. He consulted personally Robert Owen, Mr. Hamilton
(whom he speaks of as an authority), Abram Combe, and
others who had had experience in community-making. Jeremy
Bentham’s wonderful constitutions, which he was accustomed
to furnish to foreign states, were evidently in the mind of his
disciple, Mr. Thompson, when he compiled this closely-printed
octavo volume of nearly three hundred pages. He placed on
his title-page a motto from Le Producteur : “The age of Gold,
Happiness, which a blind credulity has placed in times past is
before us.” The world wanted to see the thing done. It
desired, like Diogenes, to have motion proved. In practical
directions for forming communities exhaustive instructions
were precisely the things needed. Where every step was new
and every combination unknown, Thompson wrote a book
like a steam engine, marvellous in the scientific adjustments
of its parts. His “Distribution of Wealth” is the best
exposition to which reference can be made of the pacific and
practical nature of English communism. He was a solid but
far from a lively writer. It requires a sense of duty to read
through his book—curiosity is not sufficient. Political econo-
mists in Thompson’s day held, as Mr. Senior has expressed it,
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that “It is not with happiness but with wealth that I am con-
cerned as a political economist.” Thompson’s idea was “to
inquire into the principles of the distribution of wealth most
conducive to human happiness.”” His life was an answer to those
who hold that Socialism implies sensualism. For the last
twenty years of his life he neither partook of animal food nor
intoxicating drinks, because he could better pursue his literary
labours without them. He left his body for dissection—a bold
thing to do in his time—a useful thing to do in order to break
somewhat through the prejudices of the ignorant against
dissection for surgical ends. Compliance with his wish
nearly led to a riot among the peasantry of the neighbour-
hood of Clonnkeen, Rosscarbery, County of Cork, where he
died.

Another early and memorable name in co-operative history
is that of Abram Combe. It is very rarely that a person of
any other nationality dominates the mind of a Scotchman;
but Mr. Owen, although a Welshman, did this by Abram
Combe, who, in 1823, published a small book named “Old
and New Systems”—a work excelling in capital letters.
This was one of Mr. Combe’s earliest statements of his
master’s views, which he reproduced with the fidelity which
Dumont showed to Bentham, but with less ability. There
were three Combes—George, Abram, and Andrew. All were
distinguished in their way, but George became the best known.
George Combe was the phrenologist, who made a reputation by
writing the ¢ Constitution of Man,” though he had borrowed
without acknowledgment the conception from Gall and Spurz-
heim, especially Spurzheim, who had published an original
little book on the “ Laws of Human Nature” ; but to George
Combe belonged the merit which belonged to Archdeacon
Paley with respect to the argument from design. Combe
restated, animated, and enlarged into an impressive volume
what before was fragmentary, slender, suggestive, but without
the luminous force of illustrative facts and practical applications
which Combe supplied. The second brother, Dr. Andrew
Combe, had all the talent of the family for exposition, and his
works upon physiology were the first in interest and popularity
in their time ; but Abram had more sentiment than both the
others put together, and ultimately
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as his fortune in endeavours to realise the new social views in
practice.

In 1824 Robert Dale Owen (Mr. Owen’s eldest son)
appeared as an author for the first time. His book was entitled
“An Outline of the System of Education at New Lanark.”
It was published by Longman & Co., London, written at New
Lanark, 1823. It was dedicated to his father. The author
must have been a young man then.r Yet his book shows
completeness of thought and that clear and graceful expression
by which, beyond all co-operative writers, Robert Dale Owen
was subsequently distinguished. His outline is better worth
printing now than many books on New Lanark which have
appeared ; it gives so interesting a description of the construc-
tion of the schools, the methods and principles of tuition
pursued. The subjects taught to the elder classes were the
carth (its animal, vegetable, and mineral kingdoms), astronomy,
geography, mathematics, zoology, botany, mineralogy, agri-
culture, manufactures, architecture, drawing, music, chemistry,
and ancient and modern history. The little children were
occupied with elementary education, military drill, and dancing,
at which Mr. Owen’s Quaker partners were much discomfited.
The schoolrooms were picture galleries and museums.
Learning ceased to be a task and a terror, and became a
wonder and delight. The reader who thinks of the beggarly
education given by this wealthy English nation will feel
admiration of the princely mind of Robert Owen, who gave
to the children of weavers this magnificent scheme of
instruction. No manufacturer has arisen in England so great
as he.

The London Co-operative Society was formally commenced
in October, 1824. It occupied rooms in Burton Street, Burton
Crescent. This quiet, and at that time pleasant and suburban,
street was quite a nursery-ground of new-born principles.
Then, as now, it had no carriage way at either end. In the
house at the Tavistock Place corner, lived for many years
James Pierrepoint Greaves, the famous mystic. As secluded
Burton Street was too much out of the way for the convenience
of large assemblages, the discussions commenced by the society

t His Autobiography, since published, states that his age was
twenty-two, and that this was his first work.
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there, were transferred to the Crown and Rolls Rooms, in
Chancery Lane. Here overflowing audiences met—political
economists seem to have been the principal opponents. Their
chief argument against the new system, was the Malthusian
doctrine against “ the tendency of population to press against
the means of subsistence,”

In the month of April, 1825, the London Co-operative
Society hired a first-floor in Picket Street, Temple Bar, for
the private meetings of members, who were much increasing
at that time. In November of the same year, 1825, the
society took the house, No. 36, Red Lion Square. Mr. J.
Corss was the Secretary. The London Co-operative Society
held weekly debates. One constant topic was the position
taken by Mr. Owen—that man is not properly the subject of
praise or blame, reward or punishment. It also conducted
bazaars for the sale of goods manufactured by the provincial
societies.

At New Harmony, Indiana, David Dale Owen, writing to
his father, related that they had had debates there, and Mary
and Jane, daughters or daughter-in-laws of Mr. Owen, both
addressed the meetings on several occasions. A fter all the dis-
courses opportunity of discussion and questioning was uniformly
and everywhere afforded.

The second serial journal representing Co-opera